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Motes for the Ensuing Wieck. 
ps’ Certificates must be renewed before 16th December next. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


ge ust oF actions for trial in London already 


no fewer than 506 actions.- 





1 UNDERSTAND that revised rules under the Settled 


tes Act, 1877, in place of the rules contained in the 
plidated Orders, are in course of preparation. 





famx Lorp Bacon had to administer the oaths of 
ito a new judge, he was accustomed also to ad- 
much valuable advice; and on swearing in Mr. 


fice Hutton he counselled him to let his ‘‘ speech be 
| gravity, as one of the sages of the law, and not 


», nor with impertinent flying out.” We have 


da good deal of late of the babble of the bench ; 


mot be pers 


hough it is to be regretted that learned judges 
uaded to reserve their views on things in 
1 for their domestic circles, there is no great harm 
most of these obiter dicta. The public time, 

, according to Lord Coleridge, is worth, in the 
ion Pleas Division, ten shillings a minute, is wasted, 
need not grudge the squandering of many a ten 

ga when the squanderer is a judge so learned, so 
, so enlightened, and so impartial as are the 
of these obiter dicta. But the matter assumes 
ent aspect when a judge utters observations 

ed to wound the feelings of any class of the 
munity. To do this on any subject is a grave 


ince, but to utter bigoted and intolerant remarks 
ih reference to the religious opinions of suitors before 
and to do this, not as a hasty utterance in the 


of the arguments, but as a part of his judgment, 
tous to be deplorable. Vice-Chancellor Malins, 


élivering judgment in the case of Davis v. Nathan, 
Sported in the Times to have used this language : 
At was the first time his lordship had ever heard of 


ian becoming a Jew, and he hoped it would be 


Phe Vice-Chancellor is, of course, at libarty to hope 
#as much as he likes, but he ought to be aware that 


is placed on the bench not to give judgment upon 


erits of the religion of suitors, but solely upon the 


Dy 


of their cases, 





fr 1s nerossrnue to conceal the fact that the plaintiff in 


es fast becoming a serious nuisance in the courts. 

1 Coleridge said, in Swann v, Vines, the court is 

ely at the mercy of such plaintiffs, and any one 
Phas visited the courts for the last few years cannot 
to have noticed the growing persistence with which 
abuse the consideration extended to them by the 
The most conspicuous instance, no doubt, is that 
Sheddon, who was allowed to address the House 

ds for twenty-two consecutive days, from ten to 





four, in support of her claim. After the example thus 
set by the highest court in the land, the cases of Mr. 
Leonard Edmunds, who sued Mr. Gladstone and sum- 
moned him as a witness; of Mr. Jacobs, who sued 
Mr. Justice Brett for libel, having previously sued Mr. 
Justice Mellor for false imprisonment; of Mr. Cob- 
bett, who sued Mr. Justice Lindley the other day 
for refusing a habeas corpus in the Tichborne case; 
and, lastly, of Mr. Henwood, who this week sued Mr. 
Childers for libel—would sink into insignificance if it 
were not for one formidable danger which Mr. Swann’s 
action has brought into prominence. We allude to the 
weapon of the subpena. We believe two shillings is the 
sum, upon the payment of which any plaintiff in any 
action may summon any person to give evidence for 
him ; and “if the witness refuses or neglects to attenda 
trial, after having been regularly served with a subpena 
for that purpose, he may be proceeded against by 
attachment, or by action on the stat. 5 Eliz. c. 9, 
or by action at common law” (Chit. Arch. Pr. vol. 
1, p. 356); it is, however, satisfactory to know that 
an attachment will not issue unless the disregard of the 
subpeena was contemptuous (Chapmon v. Davies, 3 M. & 
G. 609), We may remark, by the way, that it appears to 
be not quite settled whether, when a party appears in 
person, counsel may argue points of law for him. In 
Shuttleworth v. Nicholson (1 M. & Ro. 255), Tindal, 
C.J., allowed counsel to argue that there was no case for 
the jury against a defendant in person, but not to cross- 
examine. In Moscati v. Lawson (7 C. & P. 34), Alder- 
son, B., expressed an opinion that “counsel ought to 
appear as such, altogether or not at all;” adding that, 
“if every case was conducted by the party himself, no 
strength could get through the business.”’ 





Ir wovtp szzm that the Archbishop of Canterbury is 
somewhat perturbed by the recent decision of the 
Queen’s Bench Division in Hudson v. Tooth. Nor is this 
surprising, for the judges have unanimously adopted the 
view for which the Ritualists have always contended 
-with reference to the Public Worship Regulation Act, 
1874. In their view the Act set an entirely new judge 
over the clergy—new in his qualification, new in the 
mode in which he was to be appvinted, and new in the 
jurisdiction which he was to exercise. In the view of 
the Archbishop, on the other hand, and we may also 
add in the view of Lord Penzance, the judge appointed 
under the Act, no new court was created at all; accord- 
ing to their contention, the Act simply changed the 
method of procedure against a clergyman for breach of 
ecclesiastical law. Lord Penzance, in his considered 
judgment in Clifton v. Ridsdale (L. R. 1 P. D. atp. 
336), elaborately set forth this view, and the argument 
of Mr. Benjamin on his behalf in the Queen’s Bench 
Division last week was little more than a reproduction of 
Lord Penzance’s own reasoning. The court, however, em- 
phatically declined to assent to it. Already, in the previous 
case of Sergeant v. Dale (L. R. 2 Q. B. D. at p. 566), 
Mellor and Lush, J.J., had thus expressed themselves :— 
“The statute [Public Worship Regulation Act, 1874] con- 
fers on the judge created by section 7 a new and special 
jurisdiction, and that jurisdiction is not enlarged by the 
judge having become official principal aud the proceed- 
ings being proceedings in the Arches Court of Canter- 
bury. The jurisdiction which he exercises under 
this Act is still a special jurisdiction conferred and 
limited by statute, and, if the conditions precedent to its 
exercise do not exist, the whole proceeding in the court 
is coram non judice.” In the recent case the same 
judges adhere to this opinion, and it also received the 
sanction of the high authority of the Lord Chief Justice. 

And these were not, as the chaplain of the Archbishop, 
in his memorandum printed in Tuesday's 7'imes, supposes, 
obiter dicta, They were the very foundation of the de- 
cision, and essential to its validity. For if the Act 
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merely regulated procedure, the mistake in the Arch- 
bishop’s requirement to the judge, under section 9, to 
hear the cause in the diocese of Rochester, or in London 
or Westminster, ox itting the word “ province,” was a 
mere irregularity. Lord Penzance, as Dean of Arches, 
would have had a right to sit in the province of Canter- 
bury, and Mr. Tooth’s application would have failed. 
If, on the other hand, the Act created a new and special 
statutory jurisdiction, then, according to the well-known 
rule, the statute must be strictly pursued, and the re- 
quirement literally obeyed. That such a jurisdiction 
was created has now been twice solemnly determined, 
and Lord Penzance’s judgment in Clifton v. Ridsdale 
must, upon this point, be regarded as overruled. It is 
true that, on the resignation of Sir R. Phillimore, Lord 
Penzance became official principal (section 7), and pro- 
ceedings before him are now “deemed to be taken” 
(section 7) in the Arches Court. But the circumstance 
that the two offices have now become combined cannot 
affect the construction of section 9 of the statute, which 
must be the same to-day as on the day that the Act 
passed. Section 7, no doubt, enables Lord Penzance to 
enforce his decrees in the same manner as all previous 
Deans of Arches, and if Mr. Tooth had been duly cited 
in accordance with the Archbishop’s ‘requirement we do 
not doubt, in spite of Canon Trevor’s opinion to the 
contrary, that he could have been lawfully imprisoned 
for disobedience on the significavit of the judge. 

The result, therefore, is unquestionably a substantial 
triumph to the Ritualist clergy. “Whether, however, the 
mere circumstance that the jurisdiction is new is a suffi- 
cient reason for defying it is quite another matter, but it 
is ene with which, in this journal, we certainly shall not 
deal. 





Iv THE NUMBER OF AcTIONS commenced in any one year 
affords any criterion as to the work likely to flow there- 
from into the next ensuing year, we may safely assume 
that, so far as the Chancery Division is concerned, busi- 
ness will be quite as active during the present judicial 
year as it was during the last, for we are able to state 
that the number of actions commenced in that division 
during the year ending October 31, 1877, not only 
equalled, but exceeded the number commenced during 
the corresponding period of the preceding year, the 
numbers being, respectively, 4,137 and 4,261. It seems, 
too, that the establishment of the court presided 
over by Mr. Justice Fry has given a great impetus to 
the oral examination of witnesses in the trial of actions. 
This is evidenced by the fact that the number of 
subpoenas ad test : issued in or from the Chancery Division 
during the year 1876-77 exceeds, by about fifty per 
cent., the number issued during the preceding year, the 
numbers being, respectively, 1,406 and 2,112. It is 
rather curious, however, to find that, notwithstanding 
this large increase of oral testimony, the number of 
affidavits filed in the same division during the judi cial 
year ending October 31, 1877, exceeds by nearly 2,000 
the number filed during the corresponding period of the 
preceding year, the numbers being, respectively, 60,859 
and 62,735. 





We vuwren last week a letter from a correspondent 
who seemed to be under 4 complete misapprehension as 
to the meaning of special retainers. His complaint was, 
in effect, that after he had especially retained counsel, 
and so shut him off from accepting a brief on the other 
vide, he was compelled to deliver a brief. It would 
seem 10 be obvious that he could not in common justice 
do less. What has always hitherto been understood as 
the object of « special retainer is to secure the services of 
the counsel retained without w: for the time for the 
dclivery of the brief in the cause. If our correspondents 
view were to prevail, the liberty must necessarily be given 
to counsel as well as wilicitor to repudiate the retainer, 








and so to violate the fundamental principle that 

shall act for the first comer. The special retainer wa; 
probably originally effected by the delivery of a formal 
brief, and it ought still to be considered as equivalent to g 
pledge that a brief will be delivered in due course if the 
action goes to trial. , 





THE LEGAL questions in Williamson v. Barbour were 
neither new nor difficult. The point involved wag the 
re-opening of accounts stated between persons alleged to 
occupy the position of principal and agent—a state of 
circumstances in which the more rigorous of the 
familiar remedies for the case of accounts stated vitiateg 
by fraud or undue advantage is applied with more 
than usual readiness. The main facts were not 
disputed, and if they stood unqualified and unexplained 
they furnished clear evidence of a fraudulent over. 
charge. 
said the Master of the Rolls, ‘as I understand it, is an 
overchargs deliberately made, and which the man who 
makes it must know is an overcharge. It is impossible 
for a judge to dive into the recesses of the mind of 
anybody. He cannot tell what his theory of morals 
may be, or to what extent his conscience has been 
corrupted by a long course of manners. We must 
suppose that men, reasonable men acquainted with 
business, must understand the nature of their acts, and 
be prepared to abide by the consequences. When we 
find an agent buying goods at one price and in 
them at a higher price, we must take him to know that 
he was committing a breach of his duty as an agent; 
that he was taking out of the pocket of his employer a 
sum that belonged to that employer; and that unless it 
was done on a single occasion, by accident or mistake, 
we cannot look upon that charge as being properly de- 
scribed by any other term than that of a fraudulent 
overcharge.” The stress of the argument of the 
defendants was directed to matters of qualification, 
Thus it was alleged that the defendants were agents for 
buying, but principals as regarded other matters. The 
Master of the Rolls found that they were principal and 
agent and nothing else. As to other matters the defence 
was that the plaintiffs knew of the practices adopted, or 
at all events that they were the custom of the Manchester 
trade, and that anyone dealing with a Manchester house 
must be bound by that custom. The Master of the 
Rolls found that there was no sufficient proof of either 
knowledge or custom; and the opening of the account 
followed as a matter of course. 





An wxcipent rarely paralleled in the history of pr- 
ceedings in the Chancery Division marked the now 
famous case of Williamson v. Barbour. Hour by hour, 
as the case progressed, a report of the proceedings was 
telegraphed to Manchester; and the Attorney-General 
took occasion to remind the Master of the Rolls that, ia 
not very many minutes after his lordship had uttered a 
observation, it would be widely known in that city. 
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We regret to announce the death, on Thursday last, 
of Mr, W. H. Spilsbury, who has long held the position 
of Librarian of Lincoln’s-inn. 


The members of the South-Eastern Circuit have invited 
Lord Justice Thesiger to # dinner to celebrate his recent 
elevation to the bench. The dinner will be held in Londo 
on Wednesday, the 12th of December, 


The aoe aig of the session of the Law 
Amendment foty will be held on Monday ev 
next, when Mr, Serjeant Cox will read a paper “ 
# Court of Criminal Appeal.’ Mr, William Forsylt, 
Q.0., M.P., will preside, 


“The meaning of fraudulent overcharge,” 
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PROHIBITION. 


Wuue the circumstances under which a prohibition was 
‘secently granted to Lord Penzance in Hudson v. Tooth 
are fresh in the minds of our readers, it may be useful 
to examine the law and practice of prohibition generally, 
qhich is cumbrous, difficult, and fruitful in un- 
expected results. We shall find that, within the last few 
in addition to Lord Penzance’s newly erected 
 gourt, the Mayor’s Court of London, the Court of 
Admiralty, the Court of Bankruptcy, and the Railway 
Commissioners have been “ prohibited ’’ under peculiar 
tances. 
“Prohibitions by law are to be granted,” it is said in 
the third answer in the case of the Articuli Cleri 

Ins. 602), ‘‘at any time to restrain a court 

fo intermeddle with or execute anything which 
by law they ought not to hold plea of, and they 
are much mistaken that maintain the contrary.” 
In early times prohibitions were very frequently granted 
to the spivitual courts, and the books are full of 
instances of such prohibitions. From a collection of 
them in Comyn’s Digest, tit. ‘‘ Prohibition,” it will be 
found that the line drawn between the temporal and the 
tual jurisdictions was often very fine. Thus it was 

gid, “a prohibition lies if a suit be in the spiritual 
 eourt for a thing not allowed by law; as if a suit there 
pe founded upon a custom void in law; as, upon a 
qistom that the inhabitants of such a house ought to 
find eating and drinking for the parson and church- 
wardens going in procession in the rogation” (R. Mo. 
916, 1 Rol. 259). But ‘‘a prohibition does not lie” to 
aspiritual court upon a libel for teaching school with. 
out licence, “unless they demand the penalty by the 
- ” (Com. Dig., p. 120, citing 1 Mod. 3, 2 Lev. 

It is somewhat singular that the statute-book contains 
very little about prohibition. In the reign of Edward 
IIl., however, it was provided by an Act still upon the 
siatute-book (18 Ed. 3 stat. 3), that no prohibition should 
be awarded out of chancery, but in case where the 
Grown had cognizance and of right ought to have. The 
words are “ g. nule phibicion ne isse hors de la Chaun- 
téllerie si moun en cas g. nous avoms la conisaunce & 
devons avoir de droit,’ and they clearly point to some 
admitted encroachment by the temporal upon the spiritual 
courts. The only general act of practical importance on 
the subject is 1 W. 4, c. 21. This statute provides 
thatan application for a prohibition may be made on 
ifidavit only ; that a declaration in prohibition shall be 
expressed on behalf of the party declaring only and not 
& theretofore on behalf of the party and the Crown, 
tad that the party declaring in prohibition may recover 
damages by the verdict of a jury. This last clause is of 
fme importance, as it seems to provide for the recovery 
damages of all the costs of the original action. On 
the other hand there appears to be no right to declare in 

tion. The dictum of Lord Mansfield in St, John’s 
v. Teddington (1 Burr, 198), that, “ where the 
tourt is clearly of opinion that there is sufficient ground 
for a prohibition, the defendant has a right to put the 
tiff to declare” in prohibition, was overruled in 
orthington v. Jeffries, to which we shall presently 
tfer, It remains to bo noticed that by the County 
| Gourt Act of 1856 (19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 42), prohibi- 
tin to a county court must be disposed of by rule or 
@er, and the decision of the High Court cannot be 
ed on appeal (7d, and see Appellate Jurisdiction 
1876, s, 20), 

e will now proceed to notice four cases of import- 
Mee, or rather groups of cases, in which questions of 

Mehibition have arisen in recent yoars. 

Yames v. London and South-Western Railway Com- 
fy, R. 7 ©, P. 187, 287) now possesses an 
‘ value only, It was a case in which the Court 

on Pleas, and afterwards the Exchequer 
» prohibited the Court of Admiralty from pro- 





ceeding in a suit by the defendants for the limitation 
of their liability under the Merchant Shipping Act, 1874. 
This case, no doubt, occasioned the insertion in section 
25, sub-section 5, of the Judicature Act of 1873 of the 
words ‘‘no cause pending in the High Court of Jastice 
shall be restrained by prohibition or injunction.” 

The series of cases in which the Court of Common 
Pleas prohibited the Mayor's Court of London calls for 
a@ more lengthened notice. They began with Coz v. 
Mayor of London (16 W. R. 44,L.R. 2 H. L. 239), 
in which it was first solemnly decided that the Mayor's 
Court was an inferior court. Inasmuch, however, as the 
Mayor’s Court Act of 1857(20 & 21 Vict. c. 157) contained 
sections to the effect that in the case of claims below 
£50 no plea should be allowed to the jurisdiction, if 
the cause of action, either wholly or in part, arose in 
the City, and that no defendant might object to the 
jurisdiction except by plea, actions continued to be 
brought in the Mayor’s Court in contravention of the 
principle laid down by.the Common Pleas that these 
sections did not affect prohibition, and that the action 
might be prohibited on the motion of the defendant's 
attorney, he being a stranger. (See Quartly v. Timmins, 
22 W. R. 488.) At last in Robinson v. Emanuel (L. R. 
9 C. P. 414) the court hinted that an attorney bringing 
an action in spite of the repeated decisions of the court 
would be made personally liable for costs, and this 
stopped the actions for a time. There was then no 
appeal, and the court refused in Worthington v. Jeffries 
(23 W. R. 750, L. R. 10 C. P. 379) to allow “the 
plaintiff in prohibition to declare in prohibition” so as 
to admit of the decision being questioned by a court of 
error. The Judicature Act, however, gave an appeal 
in many cases where there was no appeal before, and a 
rule for a prohibition was one of these cases. And in 
Hawes v. Paveley (24 W. R. 895) three judges of the 
Court of Appeal were unanimously of opinion, reversing 
the judgment of the Common Pleas Division, that the 
Mayor’s Court Act gives an absolute jurisdiction in 
cases coming within it, and that prohibition could not 
go. Itis, we think, unfortunate, looking to the elaborate 
character of the written judgment of the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas in Worthington v. Jeffries, which strangely 
enough does not appear to have been cited in Hawes v. 
Paveley, that the judgment of the Court of Appeal 
should have been short and oral. However, we cannot 
but think that the Court of Appeal was right. As was 
observed by Mellish, L.J., where the Legislature says 
“ you shall take no objection,” that amounts to saying 
“the court shall have jurisdiction.” 

Harris v. Halliday (22 W. R. 756, L. R. 9 C. P. 668) 
was @ very curious case. It was there held to be a 
question for the Bankruptcy Appeal Court to decide 
whether a local bankruptcy court has or has not juris- 
diction to grant an injunction against a suit in a vice- 
admiralty court. It is enacted by the Bankruptey Act, 
1869, s. 72, that every court having jurisdiction in bank- 
ruptey under the Act shall have full power to decide all 
questions coming within the cognizance of the court, 
or which the court may deem tt expedient or necessary to 
decide for the purpose of doing complete justice, . . . 
and no such court shall be restrained in the execution 
of its powers under the Act by any other court.” “No 
case” (says Lord Coleridge) “‘ has been cited, and none 
can be found where a common law court has prohibited 
the Court of Bankruptcy in the face of the direct words 
of the 72nd section.” 

The last case we have to notice is one of a greater 
public interest than the others, We mean the recent 
case of Toomer v. London, Chatham, and Dover Rail. 
way Company and South.Bastern ag Ce: 
in which the Exchequer Division of the High 
(Cleaaby and Hawkins, BB.) — a prohibition 
to the Railway Commissioners, faots were shortly 
these; — The two companies had each a station at 
Strood connected by a short line belonging to the 
Chatham Company. The commissioners had made aa 
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order directing the two companies to make arrangements 
for the transmission of through traffic by way of this con- 
necting line, and a glanceat any railway map will show that 
such arrangements would be for the public convenience. 
It was argued that the very wide terms of the second 
section of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, upon 
which the commissioners proceeded, which provide for the 
forwarding of through traffic by railway companies 
without unreasonable delay, “ and so that no obstruction 
may be offered to the public desirous of using” railways 
“as a continuous line of communication,” were amply 
sufficient to make the order legal. But the court, after 
pointing out the great difficulty of the case, and laying 
down “that there must be some limit to the exercise 
of the jurisdiction of the commissioners,” and that, “as 
there was no absolute right to an appeal,” the proceedings 
by prohibition seemed to be the proper mode of calling 
in question the legality of the order, granted the pro- 
hibition on the curious ground that the application was 
one “against the two companies to act jointly in doing 
what neither could do separately.’’ Upon consideration 
of section 26 of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1873, it 
appears to us that the prohibition was wrongly granted, 
That section, after providing that the commissioners 
“shall” state a case for the opinion of a court of law upon 
matters coming within the second section of the Railway 
and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, enacts that, “save as aforesaid, 
every decision and order of the commissioners shall be 
final.” Upon the construction of this section we can- 
not but think that the special case stated by the com- 
missioners themselves was the proper mode of raising 
the point, and the somewhat analogous case of Hawes v. 
Paveley seems to be an authority that where a statute 
marks out a particular mode of questioning the jurisdic- 
tion of an inferior court, that mode, and that mode 
only, is to be followed. This remark would not apply to 
any instance of the commissioners refusing to state a 
ease; such a difficulty might, of course, be met. by a 
mandamus, aud a rule for a mandamus has in fact been 
granted in one instance and discharged: see Central 
Wales and Caermarthen Railway Company v. London 
and North-Western Railway Company, 2 Nev. & Mac. 
199). The practical importance of the qitestion as to 
lies in this. If prohibition lies, either party 
may go to the Court of Appeal, and from the Court of 
Appeal to the House of Lords. If the jurisdiction can 
only be questioned on a case stated by the commissioners, 
there is, by virtue of section 20 of the Appellate 
Jurisdiction Act, 1876 (if not by virtue of the Regula- 
tion of Railways Act, 1873) no further appeal from the 
Divisional Court before which the case is heard, under 
rules of the Supreme Court, ord. 57a. 
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A meeting of the Judicature Acts (Lega! Offices) Com- 
mittee was held at 13, Delahay-street, on Monday. There 
were present:—The Master of the Rolls (chairman), Mr. 
Justice Lush, Mr. Herschell, QC., M.P., Mr. W. Law, 
C.B., Mr. E. ¥. Burton, Mr. H. &.. Pemberton, and the Hon. 
H. Cnffe, seeretary. 

A special meeting of the justices of the Manchester division 
was held at the county police-court a few days ago for the 

ose of recei a deputation from the Salford town 
council on the subject of t arrangement between 
the a county asthorities for the administration of 
» consisted of the mayor (Mr. Alder- 

man W. ), Mr. Alderman Davies, Mr. Alderman Har- 
wood, Mr. Dewhurst, and the tows clerk (Mr. C, 
Moorhouse). Mr. J.T. Hibbert, M.P., presided. After a 
lengthy nian, one unanimously resolved; “ That the 
justices of the 4i OA Manchester agree to join the cor- 
porstion of Balford in applying early next session for 4 repeal 
of the existing Acts in reference to the appointment of 4 joint 
stipentiary justice acting for the division of Manchester and 
the borough of Balford, end for the » ment of separate 
stipendiary justices for the division hester and for the 


; and thet « committee be appointed to 


THE JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1876, 
Potice AND ConsTABULARY. 


Tue strength of the police and constabulary foros of 
England and Wales for the year ending September 29, 
1876, was as follows:—Commissioners and assistant 
commissioners, 4; district and inspecting superin- 
tendents of the metropolitan police, 4; chief 

of counties, 56; head constables of boroughs, 165; 


constables, 24,007; additional constables (appointed for 
special purposes) 472; and detective officers, 469; 
making a total of 29,719, as compared with a total for 
the previous twelve months of 29,460. The in 
which is equivalent to 0°8 per cent., is owing to the 
pointment of 4 additional superintendents, of 14 ip. 
spectors, of 16 sergeants, of 197 constables, of 19 
constables for special purposes, and of 9 detective. 
officers; and the entire strength of the force has thus 
been supplemented by 259 new members. The total for 
1876 gives one officer for every 764 of the population 
according to the census of 1871, or one for every 815 
according to the estimated population for the middle of 
the year 1876. In 1875 the proportion was one for 
every 812 of the estimated population, and in 1865 it 
was one for every 902. Since that period the increase 
of the police and constabulary amounts to 6,469, or 
27°8 per cent. Of the 472 “additional constables” 
enumerated in the return for 1876, 369 belong to the 
counties, 51 to the boroughs, and 52 to the City of 
London; and the general composition of the whole 
force is as follows:—Constables of boroughs, 8,292; 
county constables, 10,352; metropolitan police and 
constables employed in her Majesty’s dockyards, &, 
10,284; and constables for the City of London, 79. 
The borough constables are in the proportion of one for 
every 727 of the population under their care; the 
county constables of one for every 1,235; the metzopo- 
litan police of one for every 399; and the City of 
London police of one for every 94 of the city popula 
tion as estimated at the census of 1871. 

The costs of the force for each of the years ending 
September 29, 1876, and 1875, respectively, are shown 
under the following headings :— 


1875—76. 1874—T%, 
£ £ 

Salaries and pay ... ... 2,202,151 2,116,786 
Allowances, &c. 4... ove 65,283 63,890 
Clothing, &c. ... 167,545 174,022 
Superannuation, &c. 93,061 85,686 
Horses, forage, &c. P 49,634 44,340 
Station-house charges, &c. 227,849 219,627 
Miscellaneous ies ete 43,550 38,175 








Total ... ... £2,849,073  £2,742,526 


Under every head, save that of clothing and accoutre- 
mente, for which there was a decrease of £6,477, thelast 
returns show an increase as compared with those for 
1874-75; and the figures show a net increase of 
£106,547, and an increase of £44,114 upon the total for 
1873-74. In the total expenditure, as shown above, & 
included the cost of the “ additional constables” and of 
the metropolitan force employed at the dockyarls, 
military stations, Houses of Parliament, theatres, public 
institutions, and by private individuals. These costar, 
however, repaid to the respective authorities by the 
persons for whose benefit the men are employed; andfot 
special services rendered by the metropolitan police ia 
1675-76, the amount so repaid to the receiver was 
£121,911. The sums included under the heating 
* superannuations,” &o,, are the amounts under the 
authority of Act of Parliament, not out of the supe 
annuation funds of the various forces, The sumo 
£93,001 for 1875-76, comprises £89,942, con’ 
from the Metropolitan Police Fund to make good the 
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Police, the remaining £3,119: being made up of 

ents from the county and borough forces. In 
addition to these amounts, the following was paid out of 
the superannuation funds of the’ different forces in 
- 1875-76, viz., boroughs, £31,278;. counties, £37,447; 
metropolitan police, £36,331.; and city ce £7,585 ; 
making a total of £112,641, against £104,953 in 1874.75. 
Thus the total sums paid for superannuations and 
ties in 1875-76 amounted to £205,702, and in 
874-75 to £190,639, showing an increase in 1875-76 of 
£15,063, or 7°9 per cent. The superannuation funds 
- formed by deductions from pay, stoppages, and 


The total average cost, per man,in 1875-76, was 
£95 17s, 4d., against £93 10s. 10d. in the previous 
twelve months, and only £77 3s. 6d. in the five years 
between 1863.4 and 1867-8. 

In 1875-76, the salaries and pay amounted on the 
average to £74 1s. 11d., and the clothing and accoutre- 
ments to £5 12s. 94.; while in the period of five years, 
above-mentioned, the sums were only £58 lls. 6d. and 
#5 14s. 10d. respectively. 

Of the total costs of the entire force in 1875-76, 
£1,130,978, or 39°6 per cent. of the whole, was contri- 
buted from the public revenue; or, deducting the ex- 
pense of the City of London police in respect of which 
nothing was contributed, the proportion supplied from 
the public revenue was 40°9 per cent. 

As has now been the case for some years, there is a 
slight decrease in the number ef depredators, offenders, 
and suspected persons known by the police to be at 
large ; but in the consideration of this number it should 
be borne in mind that the statistics are restricted to 
known and suspected offenders, and do not include any 
persons who have been living honestly for one year at 
least, subsequent to their discharge after any conviction. 
In 1875-76, of known thieves and depredators at large, 
there were 2,671 under 16 years of age, and 14,579, of 
16 years and above, making a total of 17,250, including 
13,041 males, and 4,209 females. Of receivers of stolen 
goods there were at large 1,102 males and 362 females, 
or 1,464 in all; and of suspected persons, 17,377 males 
and 4,877 females; making in all a total of 40,968 
criminals known to the police, As compared with the 
total for the preceding year, this number shows a de- 
crease of 483, or 1'1 per cent., following a decrease of 
2,104, or 4°8 per cent,-in 1874-75. In spite, however, 
of this net decrease, there is an increase of 37 in the 
number of suspected persons ; while, on the other hand, 
there has been a decrease in the total of the three classes 
of as much as 24°7 per cent., or 13,493 persons, in the 
ten years ending September 29, 1876. The proportion 
of the criminal classes to the rest of the population is as 
one to 1,487 in the metropolis, as one to 439°2 in the 
pleasure towns, such as Brighton, Scarborough, &c. ; as 
one to 417 in the towns depending upon the agrical- 
tural districts; as one to 694'1 in the commercial ports ; 
as one to 451'6 in the cotton and linen centres; as one to 
492°5 in the woollen centres ; as one to 5234 in the seats 
of mixed textile fabrics, such as Derby and Norwich ; 
8 one to 502°7 in the hardware centres ; as one to 472°1 
in the Eastern counties ; as one to 358'9 in the Southern 
and South-Western counties; and as one to 426°6 in the 
‘Midlands. A decrease since the returns of 1874-75 has 
been almost universal; and in the commercial ports it 

been as much as 21°6 per cent, 

The estimated numbers of the criminal classes in 1875- 
76 is as follows :—Known thieves, depredators, receivers 
of stolen goods, and suspected persons at large, 40,968 ; 
in local prisons, exclusive of debtors and of naval and 
tailitary prisoners, 19,103; in conviet prisons, 10,004; 
‘nd in reformatories, 4,541; making a total of 74,706, 

73,063 in 1874-76, and 76,219 in 1873-74, 

shows an inorease of 743 in the number for 1875- 

76, following a decrease of 2,256 in 1874-75 as compared 
with 1873.74, 

Under the heading “houses of bad character,” the 





returns state that, in 1875-76, 1,126 receiving-houses 
for stolen goods, and 987 habitual resorts of thieves and 
suspected persons, were known to the police; and these, 
together with 2,119 other miscellaneous houses of bad 
character, make a total of 4,232 against 4,555 in 1874- 
75, and show a decrease of 323, or 7°0 per cent. 

The number of indictable offences committed in 1875- 
76 was 49,320, against 47,045 in 1874-75, showing an 
increase of 2,275, or 4°83 per cent. In respect of these 
offences, 23,292 persons were apprehended in 1875-76, 
and 22,108 in 1374-75, the apprehensions in the former- 
mentioned year being in the proportion of 47°2 p2r cent. 
to the number of crimes committed, and, in the latter, 
of 46°9. The winter quarter, as usual, shows the greatest 
pumber of offences committed ; but the proportion of ap- 
prehensions was higherin the two summer quarters, viz., 
from April to September inclusive. The 23,292 persons 
apprehended, when brought before the magistrates in 
1875-76, were dealt with as follows :— 


Males. Females. Total. 
For want of 
evidence 4,026 1,469 5,495 
Discharged For want of : : 
prosecution 913 467 1,330 


Discharged on bail for 
further appearance, if 
required . : 76 35 lll 





Bailed to appear for trial 1,450 280 —s«-1,,730 

Committed for want of 
sureties . 2 ‘ 30 3 33 
Committed for trial 11,417 3,126 14,543 
Total ° 17,912 5,380 23,292 


That is to say, that 29°5 per cent. were discharged ; 
0°5 per cent. were discharged on bail for further appear- 
ance, if required ; 0°1 per cent. were committed for want of 
sureties ; and 69°9 were committed or bailed for trial. 
The following are the numbers of the principal offences 
in the years 1875-76 and 1874-75 respectively ; murder, 
130 and 141; attempted murder, 54 and 63; shooting 
at, wounding, &c., 835 and 897; manslaughter, 267 and 
232; concealment of birth, 163 and 158; unnatural 
offences, 155 and 134; rape, 262 and 225; assaults with 
intent, 368 and 333; assaults, 811 and 832; burglaries 
and housebreskings, 2,038 and 1,904; breaking into 
shops, &c., and attempts, 1,469 and 1,524; robberies 
and attempts with violence, 544 and 621; cattle stealing, 
46 and 44; horse-stealing, 269 and 246; sheep-stealing, 
173 and 165; and larcenies, &c., 34,463 and 33,280. In 
offences against the person, against property without 
violence, and against the currency, there has been a total 
increase upon the numbers for 1874-75 of T'3 per cent. ; 
while in the other classes of offences there has been a 
decrease which reduces the net increase of offences to 
4°8 per cent., against a decrease in the previous year of 
16 per cent. Of the murders in 1875.76, 74 were 
committed in the counties, 51 in the boroughs, 
and 5 in the metropolis; while of the attempted 
suicides, of which there were 855, 181 were iu the 
counties, 256 in the boroughs, and 418 in the metropo- 
lis. The cases of murder in proportion to the popula- 
tion were as one in 186,539; of attempted murder, as 
one in 449,077; of manslaughter, as one in 90,834; and 
of attempted suicide, as ome in 28,362. As already 
stated, the total number of indictable offences reported 
in 1875-76 was 49,320, and the total number of persons 
apprehended in respect of them 23,292. Of these latter, 
6,875 were discharged, and 16,417 held to bail or com- 
mitted, Thus it appears that the proportion of com- 
mitments to offences committed was 33°2 per cent, 

mat 32°9 cent, in 1874-75, and 35.4 per cent. in 
1864-65, Of the 16,417 bailed or committed 
for trial in 1875-76 it may be caloulated, says the return, 
that about 12,312, or 75 per cent., would be convicted, 
and to this problematical number may be added 526,975 
summary convictions before the magistrates, making 
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together 539,227 as the total of the convictions of all 
kinds, against 523,933 in 1874-75. The number 
ummarily convicted was composed of 434,650 males 
and 92.265 females; and besides these 100,123 males 
and 34,575 females were summarily proceeded against, 
but were discharged. Of the 526,915 persons convicted 
before the magistrates, 95,958 were imprisoned, 372,772 
were fined, 1,179 were whipped, 19,268 were ordered to 
find sureties or to enter into recognizances, 2,950 were 
delivered up to the army or navy, and 34,788 were 
otherwise punished. Of those imprisoned, 147 were 
committed for more than six months ; 42,031 for fourteen 
days and under; 1,155 were sent to reformatories, and 
1,882 to industrial schools. In 1875-76 there were 
100,422 assaults, against 101,551 in the previous year, 
and 13,315 offences against the game laws, against 
12,399; while there were 205,567 convictions for dis- 
orderly drunkenness, 22,019 for breaches of the peace, 
&c, 37,447 for vagrancy, and 12,199 for nuisances, 
together with 9,382 for conspiracy and under the Pro- 
tection of the Property Act of 1875. Of the persons 
apprehended in 1875-76, it is noted that 21-7 per cent. 
were known thieves or otherwise of bad character, and 
that 45°83 per cent. were persons of previous good 
character; while, of the whole number, 552,685 were 
males, and 132,220 females. 





Rebiews. 


SUDICATURE ACTS AND RULES. 


Tze Scrzeme Cover or Jvpicarune Acrs, 1873, 1875, 
asp 1877; rue Apretiate Jcnispicrion Act, 1876; 
axD THE Rvuizs, Oxzpzrs, asp CosTs THEREUNDER, &c. 
Second Edition, embodying all the reported cases to 
Michaelmas Sittings, 1877. By Wuiuam Downes 
Gzurrirz, Barrister-at-Law, and a Judge of County 
Courts, and Ricuszp Lovetasy Love.anp, Barrister- 
atLew. Stevens & Haynes. 

Mr. Griffith’s volume has attained the portly dimen- 
tions which seem likely to be characteristic of Judica- 
ture books. The editors state that they have em- 
bodied every reported decision involving points of 
practice on the Judicature Acts, and they have also 
given references to all the reports of the cases. As to 
the last poimt (which is really of a great deal more 
convenience in a work of this kind than is generally 
supposed), we can say that the references are most 
copious, and, so fear as we have tested them, most 
accurate. Weare inclined to think, from the tests we 
have applied, that the other statement of the editors is 
also correct, end that the practitioner will find a summary 
of, or relerence to, all the cases which have been decided 
om apy perticuler section or rule. A very important 
aGiition es boon made in the shape of frequent cross 
relevences, an 4 time-table has been appended. It 
would heave been wiser to omit many of the lengthy 
motes, tuch as thet on discovery, covering thirty-one 
peg; and we camnct say we are fully satisfied with 
the tresiment of sme of the important questions 
in the new procelure—see, for instance, p. 449-—as 
onthe, where 2 wcherence Garnet +. Lr (25 W. Bh. 
653) is given in 2 fot mote W 4 short statement of the 
Met A Purwns +. Tialing (25 W. i. 255), the reler- 
out % the loot ncte being simply, But see cases 
blow Cte4 overrviing this ome,” The index, which is 
semliy 2 100i anbyde A the work, might have 
make mute omens, by the more Lreguent 
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General Corresponvence. 


SPECIAL RETAINERS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—Your correspondent, H. A. D., whose letter ap. 
pears in the Soxrcrrors’ Journat of the 24th inst., hag 
apparently misconceived the effect of a retainer to 
counsel, and the nature of the engagement which g 
retainer implies. On the part of the counsel retained, 
there is an obligation not to accept a brief from the 
other side; and, on the part of the solicitor retaining, 
there is a corresponding obligation to deliver a brief to 
the counsel retained in the event of the action going to 
trial. It is clear that your correspondent, by not briefing 
the eminent serjeant whom he had retained, did not 
perform his part of the engagement; and the course 
adopted by the ‘earned serjeant appears to have been 
perfectly regular. 

It would obviously be unfair to the bar to permit 
solicitor, by the payment of a nominal fee, to preclude 
counsel from taking a brief from the other party to the 
litigation, and to withhold from counsel the right te 
insist on a brief as a consequence of the retainer if the 
action comes before the court. The custom of retainers 
is one established in the interest of suitors, and I cannot 
see that the endeavour of counsel to secure the perform. 
arce of the solicitor’s part of the engagement is any 
encroachment on the rights of litigants. 

Your correspondent does not state what were the 
ial circumstances to which he refers, and I have 
therefore assumed that they were not such as in any 
way to disentitle the learned serjeant to a brief for your 
correspondent’s client. J. T.D. 

Nov. 28. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—A oonsideration of the facts stated im 
“H. A. D.’s” letter in your last week’s issue will show 
that the rule of the bar that a retainer should either be 
followed by a brief or withdrawn is a wholesome one, 
established in the interests of litigants, and not of the 
bar iteelf. If such a rule did not exist a rich litigant 
would be able, immediately an action was commenced, 
to seatter a number of retainers amongst the leading 
members of the bar, not with the intention of securing 
for himself the best talent obtainable, which I haw 
always understood to be the object of retainers, but 
order to deprive his adversary of it. Such a course a 
this might lead to very serious results and injustice, 
especially in assize cases, where the number of leading 
counsel is limited. 

Should it be desired, during the pendency of an a 
tion, to retain a different leader from the one first 
tained, there would be no difficulty in withdrawing the 
latter's retainer within a reasonable time before the 


trial. 

I therefore fail to see that the rule is an “ encroach 
ment on the rights of litigants,’ but, on the contrary, 
think it is for their benefit it should prevail. 

Nov, 28, AGuicot. 


(We may 044 that nelther of our correspondents is 
4 member of the bar.—Ev, 4, J.) 


Mr. J, Bs. Aspinall, @.0,, Keoorder of Liverpool, has bees 
sleoted twonmurer of the Middle Temple, : 


The Dally News states that considerable additions! ot 
dense bas beon obtained in the Penge oase, which will be 
shortly wubmithed to eminent counsel for thoir 
anh thet immediately upon that opinion being given # 
comne A aotion will he decided npon, and duly a 
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Cases of the Wcek. 


Time FOR APPEALING—INTERLOCUTORY ORDER—REFUSAL 
or APPLICATION—Orp. 58, R. 15.—The question which was 
mised in Traill v. Jackson (25 W. R. 36, L. R. 4 Ch. D. 7 
came before the Court of Appeal again, under slightly dif- 
ferent circumstances, on the 24th inst., in the cas3 of 
‘Berdan v. The Birmingham Small Arms Company. In 
Jraill v. Jackson an application was made by summons in an 
administration suit, asking that the applicant might be at 
liberty to prove against the estata for £75, being the amount 
of three quarters’ rent due to him under thre> leases held 
by the testator, and also for the sum of £260, being the as- 
certained amount of dilapidations to the premises comprised 
in the three leases on their expiration. Hull, V.C., made 
an order admitting the applicant as a creditor for the £75 
rent, and also for £61, the amount of dilapidations in re- 

t of the premises comprised in one of the three leases, 
but the court “did not think fit to make any order” as to 
the sum of £199 claimed for dilapidations in respect of the 
" premises comprised in the other two leases. The applicant 

pealed from this order, asking that it might be “‘ dis- 
ierged, varied, or set aside.” he notice of appeal was 
given within twenty-onedays from the entering of the order, 
but more than twenty-one days from the date of its being 
pronounced. And the Court of Appeal held that the 
appeal, being in effect an appeal from the order only so far 
as it had refused the application, was, notwithstanding the 
fact that the order was not a refusal of the application in toto, 
an appeal from the refusal of an application within the 
meaning of r. 15, and consequently that it had been brought 
too late. In Berdan y. The Birmingham Small Arms Company, 
the action was brought to restrain an alleged infringement 

y the defendants of the plaintiff's patent rights. The 

aintiff had delivered particulars of breaches, and the 

Erendants took out a summons by which they asked thit 

the particulars delivered might be amended, or for better 
particulars in regard to five matters specified in the 
summons. Hall, V.C., ordered that the plaintiff should 
deliver further and better particulars as to two of the five 
specified matters, but the order was silent about the 
other three. .Within twenty-one days from the entering of 
the order, but more than twenty-one days from the dats of 
its mong pronounced, the defendants gave a notice of appeal, 
ng at the Vice-Chancellor’s order might be discharged, 
and that in lieu thereof an order might be made in the 
terms of the summons. On the opening of the appeal it 
was objected that it was in substance an appeal from the 
refusal of the Vice-Chancellor to make an order as ex- 
tensive as that for which the defendants had asked, and 
that, therofore, according to Trail’ v. Jackson, it had been 
brought too late. It was attempted to distinguish the case 
from Trail! y. Jackson on the ground that the order con- 
tained no express refusal, as the order in Zyaill v. Jackson 
did, But the court (Jessel, M.R., and James, Baggallay, 
and Thesiger, L.JJ.) held that the distinction could not be 
maintained, and that the appeal was too"late. Jesse!, M.R., 
observed that, under the old practice, interlocatory orders 
could not be appealed fromin the common law courts, though 
sprees from such orders were permitted in the Court of 
ancery, It was the object of the new rules that while, 
on the one hand, appeals should be allowed from all inter- 
utory orders, on the other hand the time for appealing 
thould be strictly limited, so that tho progress of actions 
te not be unduly delayed. Whon an application was 
» either wholly or in part, the person who had made it 
know that it had boon rofused,and there was no reason why he 
should wait to see tho order drawn up before considering 
Whether he wonld appeal from it, His lordship entirely 
ot with the construction given to r, 15 in Trail y, 
On, 


Nuturry or MAnarade—Manniaan Inneoan by tee Law 
or Dowon, of Parting, nut Leaan wy Tun LAW Loot CoN 
Tactue—Suir vor Deoranation of NuLurry IN Foro 
Wr CONTRACTUA=——On the 6th inat,, the Court of Appeal 
(James, Ba inlay, and Cotton, LidJ,), reversed the decision 
of Sir R, Phillimore in Sotéomayar v. De Barres (86 W. Ry 
$4, 1. R92 P.D, 81), ‘The anit was brought by a wife for 
S declaration of nullity of marriage, The petitioner and the 

dont wore natives of Portugal, and were at the date 
Wf the marriage domiciled in Portugal, ‘hey were frat 





cousins, and by the law of Portugal, first cousins are, by 
reason of consanguinity, incapable of contracting iage, 
though such‘a marriage could be rendered valid by a papal 
dispensation. The petitioner and the respondent, being in 
England, and of marriageable age, went through the form of 
marriage before a registrar, but the marriage was never 
consummated. Sir R. Phillimore held that, though the 
decided cases establish the doctrine that the court of the 
domicil recognizes certa‘n incapacities, affixed by the law of 
the domicil, as invalidating a marriage between parties 
belonging to that domicil in a foreign state in which such 
marriage is lawful, yet they did not establish th» converse 
doctrine that the court of the place cof the contract of 
marriag> is bound to recognize the incapacities affixed by 
the law of the domicil on the parties to the contriet, when 
those incapacities do not exist according to the lex loci con- 
tractus. On this ground his lordsbip refasei to declare the 
marriage null, though he intimated an opinion that he 
should have been inclined to do so, but for the decision of the 
Fall Court of Divorce in Simonin v. Mallae (2 Sw. & T. 
67). In that case the parties were domiciled French subjects 
and they were married in Eogland, where they came for the 
express purpose of evading a provision of the French law. 
By that law the marriage was void, because it hed 
been celebrated without the consent of parents, and 
without the precedent publications required by the Code 
Napoléon. The English court, however, refused to pro- 
nounce a decree of nullity. The judgment of the Court of 
Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Cotton, L. JJ.) was deliverd 
by Cotton, L.J., who said that it is a well-recognized prin- 

ciple of law that the question of personal incapacity to 
enter into any contract is to be decided by the law of the 
domicil. It had been argued that this principle did not 
apply to contracts of marriage. His lordship, however, 

held that, while the law of the country where a marriage is 
solemnized must alone decide ali questions relating to the 
validity of the ceremony by which the marriage is alleged 

to have been constituted, yet in the contract of marriage, ss 
in other contracts, personal capacity must depend on the aw 

of domicil; and if the laws of any country prohibit its sab- 

jects, within certain degrees of consanguinity, from 

contracting marriage, and stamp a marriage between pers >ns 
within the prohibited degrees as incestuous, thet, in his 

lordship’s opinion, imposed on the subjects of that country 

a pers ‘nal incapacity which continues te affect them so loag 
as they are domiciled in the country where the law 
prevails, and renders invalid a marriage between 

within the prohibited degrees who are both at the time of 
their marriage subjects ef and domiciled im the country 
which imposes the restriction, wherever sa h pee ps 
have been sclemnized. The courts of Portugal 

a marriage between first cousins void as beimg incestuous. 

The impediment imposed by the law of Portugal could 22 
doubt be removed by a papal dispensation, bat seek & 
dispensation could not be considered as a matter of form 

affecting only the sufficiency of the ceremony by whieh the 
marriage was effected. The court of this county if 
appealed to could not, under such circumstances, held the 

marriage to be valid, His lordship expressly lmed bis 

decision to the case where both the coatracting parties wera, 

at the time of the marriage, domiciled ie a country the hws 

of wh'ch prohibit the marriage, and refesed to extend it te 

the case of a marriage between an English sabdjrct demicited 

in Eugland, and a foreiguer domiciled abhoad. His kedship 

observed as to this that, though all persens are kgully 

bound to take notice of the laws of the country where they 

are domiciled, yet no country is bound te recogeise the hows 

of a foreign State when they work injustice to Rts own 

aubjecta, With regant to Short ¥, Mallee bis lordship 

said that it did not govern the present cave, He the eoaseat 

of parents required dy the Code Napekiom must be 

considered a part of the ceremony of t and Roo a 

matter affecting the personal capacity of te parties te 

contract marriage, 


Writ Conatravetion—“ Svavivine ” Reap “Soren” 
w= Ta a Case Of Leena ¥, Encowa, the Court af Appeal Claes, 
Baggallay, and Cotten, Ltd) an the 260% baad, ever 
a deoision of Jessel, MR, with te the conatraction 
of the words * oe “Taawith The testater 

ve his veaiduary eatate to trastees, an trast fee Ai aie 
dren named in the will, and any other ediidren Re wl 








have, equally, and he directed that the shares ef sacd af Dis 
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sons as should conduct themselves with propriety to the 
satisfaction of his trustees should be paid to them at twenty- 
five, but that in case the conduct of any of his sons should 
not be satisfactory to his trustees, the share of each such 
son should be held by the trustees on trus: for him for life, 
with remainder for his children. And the testator directed 
that the shares of his daughters should be held by the trustees 
on trast for them respectively for life for their separate use, 
with remainder as to the shares of such of them as should 
die leaving issue, in trust for such issue in equal shares, to 
be paid to them, if sons, at twenty-five, and, if daughters, at 
twenty-one or marriage. And in case of the death of bis 
daughters, or of any of his sons, before attaining twenty- 
five, or of such of them as should not have received their 
res; ective shares for the reasons aforesaid, without issue, or 
having issue they should all cis, being sons under twenty- 
five, or being daughters under twenty-one or before 
marriage, the testator directed that “ the share or respective 
shares of him or them so dying shall go to and be divided 
cqually between my surviving children,’ and paid or 
avplied in the same way as their original shares. 
Ail the six children namei in the will survived the testator, 
and there were no others. All the three sons attained 
twenty-five, and the provisions as to the settlement of 
their shares never came into operation. Mrs. Inglis, one 
of the daughters, died in 1876 without having had any 
children. At the time of her Ceath one of the sons was 
-8t'll living, another was dead, never having had any children, 
and the third was also dead, but had left ixsue. Both the 
cther daughters died before Mrs. Ing'is, and they both lelt 
iesne entitled under the will. Jessel, M.R., held that 
Mrs. Inglis’ share belonged in thirds to her brother who 
w-s living at her death, and the issue of her deceased sisters. 
He was of opinion that the words “ surviving children” 
must be taken to mean children who survived either 
actually in person or figuratively im issue takiog an interest 
under the will, thus excluding the son who was dead leaving 
issue who took no interest uoder the will. The Court of 
Appesl (James, Baggallay, and Cotton, L.JJ.) held that the 
woids “‘ surviving children” cught to be construed “ other 
childrer,” ond that the share of Mrs. Inglis must be 
divided into fifths. Cotton, L.J., who delivered the judgment 
of the court, held that the ease was not governed by what 
Lord Selborne said in Waite v. Littlewood (21 W. R. 13i, 
L. BR 8 Ch. 74) in disepproval of construing “survivors ” as 
meaning “ others,”’ the gift in that case bewg very different 
from that in Lucena v. Lucena, He thought that Lord 
Selborne was not laying down any gen rule on the 
subject. In the present case his lordship thought that it 
would be more reasonable to say that, as regards sons, the 
idea floating in the testator’s mind in using the words 
*‘ surviving children” had reference to those who survived 
the pericd when their shares became indefeasibly vested, 
than to construe the words in a way which would give to 
the children of a son, who did not conduct himself with 
propriety, an interest under the gift to surviving children, 
while it would give no interest to a deceased son who had 
conducted himeclf with propriety. If the gift over had 
stood as it did, end there had been no settlement of the 
daughters’ shares, his lordship was of opinion that the word 
“ surviving” eould not bave received ite strict construction, 
but zoust bave been construed “ other,” and he thought that 
the circumstance that the shares of some of the children 
named in the will were settled was sot sufficient to give 
tw the word “surviving,” os 4 matter of construction, the 
meaviog of surviv:rs in person or in issue taking an 
interest under the will The conclusion, therefore, was 
that the word “surviving” must be construed “ other,” 
oe ors the ——— of the a sone who 
‘ure Inglis were entitled, respectively, to one- 

ffth part of her share. 4 


Comrasi—Wisving wr— Conraisvrony —Dieector— 
Quauirication—Convition Paecevent,—In a case of 
Ln ve The Forey and Kelly Iron Mining Company, decided 

the Court of Appes!, on the 28th inet., the question of 
ibe obligation of a person who is elected « director of a 
wmpany to take the qualifying number of shares was 
agen reise’. The compary was registered in Ootober, 
1875. The articles of association #ix persons a6 
the fret directors, who were to office until the annual 
genre) meeting A the ae ny Be 1880, but power waa 
Gren 0 the directors for being to eppoint any 





other person or persons to be a director or directors beforg 


that meeting. Then came this clause—“ No person shal] 
be qualified to be a director who is not a holder of shareg 
or stock in the company of the nominal value of £500, ang 
no person, except the origina} directore, and such 

as may be appointed by them under the last clause, shal] 
be qualified to be a director who bas not been a holder jp 
his own right of such shares or stock at least six months,” 
In October, 1875, the original directors appointed 
Jenner to bea director. He attended several meetings of 
the board, and his name appeared, as a director, ing 
prospect us issued by the company in which the director's 
qualifica tion was stated. He never applied for any shareg 
and none were ever allotted to him. The company wag 
ordered to be wound up, and the official liquidator claimed 
to piace Bishop Jenner on the list of cuntributories for 
fifty sharer, the qualification of a director. Jessel, M.R,, 
held that the possession of the qualification was by the 
articles made a condition precedent to the election of g 
director, and that, as Bishop Jenner did not possess the 
qualification at the time of his appointment, his appoint. 
ment was null and void and he never became a director, 
There was no contract on bis part to take shares, and he 
could not be placed on the list of contributories. Thig 
decision was, on the 28th inst., affirmed by the Court of 
Appeal (James, Baggallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ.), who 
agreed with the Master of the Rolls in the construction of 
the articles of association, aud held that, this being 
the case was governed by the decision of the Conrt of 
Appeal in Barber's case (26 W. BR. 3, L. R. 5 Ch. D. 968), 
It should, however, be noticed that in that case it was 
held that the alleged contributory had never acted asa 
director, and James, L.J. said, ‘‘If he had acted asa 
director there might have been an estoppel.” Bishop 
Jenner had acted as a director, and it was argued that he 
was therefore estopped from saying that he had not beenduly 
electeé and had not agreed to take the qualifying number 
of shares. The court, however, refused to accede to this 
argument, and the decision, consequently, appears to go 
farther than that in Barber's case. 


Morrcace—ArroRNMENT BY Morte@Acor aS TENANT 10 
MortcacEe— VaLmity IN EVENT oF Mortcacor’s Bawz- 
RrupTcY.—A question of importance, with regard to the 
effect of an attornment clause in a mortgage deed in the 
event of the auriange's bankruptcy, was decided by the 
Court of Appeal on the 29th of November in a case of & 
parte Wiliams. The mortgege was of some smelti 
works, and was made to secure the repayment af £54, 
with interest at seven per cent. The 1st of January, 1877, 
was the day fixed for repayment, and, in case of non-pay- 
ment then, interest was to be paid half-yearly on the first of 
July and the first of January. In addition to the ordinary 
clauses, there was a covenant by the mortgagee that, i’ the 
interest was paid half-yearly within thirty days alter the 
days respectively appvinted for payment until the Ist of Jann- 
ary, 1881, andthe mortgagor should not then have becume 
bankrupt, or taken proceedings for liquidation by arrange- 
ment or composition with his crediiore, or entered into any 
arrangement with his creditors, or suspended payment aod 
should not have parted with the possession of the mortgaged 
premises, and should not voluntarily or involuntarily have 
ceased to carried on his business therein, then the mortgages 
would not, before the let of July, 1881, require payment of 
the principal money, and the mortgagor did thereby attorm 
and become tenant from year to year to the mort; = gh 
respect of the mortgaged premises at the rent of £2 000, 
to id half-yearly on the lst of January and the 1st of 
July, the first payment to be made on the Ist of Ja pi 
1877; provided that, if the mortgagor should m 
default in ment of the principal or interest at the 
time appoin for payment, the mortar might, oo 

iving fourteen days’ notice, enter and determine the 
nancy. interest due on the Lat of Januar 
was , The mortgagor filed a liquidation pel 
March, 1877, and uw trustee was appointed, The mor: 
claimed to be entitled to distrain upon the mor 
mises for the half-yeorly payments of rent w 
due under the tenancy created by the attornment 
let of January and the Irt of July, 1877, It was 
thet the rent of £20,000 wow not the fair rent of 
premises, and that they would nob in fact let for 
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~ J.) held that = aes 9 a ee mere 
device to give the mortgagee, in the event of the bankruptc 

ofthe re an additional security upon the chattels 
might be on the mortgaged premises, and to prevent 

their being distributed among the other creditors. Such 

4n arrangement was, according to the decision in Ex parte 
Mackay (22 W. R. 664, L. R. 8 Ch. 643), a fraud on the 

fankrupt laws, and void as against the trustee in the 
r's liquidation. An iojunction was according'y 

ted to restrain the mortgagee from levying any distress 

,ront under the attornment. 


) ——\/# 
than £3,000 annum. The Court (James, Baggallay, 
oe Thesiger, LJ 


ForreirurE CrausE—“ DoinG or PERMITTING ” any AcT 
—BankRurtcy.—On the same day, in a case of Er parte 
ele @ question arose as to the constraction of a clause 

forfeiture. A testator devised his real estate charged 
with the payment of an annuity of £150 to a younger son, 
provided that, if he should at any time do or permit any 
eet, deed, matter, or thing whatsoever whereby the same 
should be aliened, charged, or incumbered in any manner 
whatsoever, the annuity should thereupon absolutely cease 
and determine. A debtor's summons was served upon the 
gon; he failed to comply with it, and was adjudicated a 
bankrupt on the petition of the summoning creditor. The 
eourt (James, Baggallay, and Thesiger, L.JJ-) held that 
the forfeiture took effect. 





Witt—Apemption—Bequsst oF Speciric Stock—Sr10ck 
PAID OFF AND PURCHASE OF OTHER SHARES WITH THE MONEY. 
--In a case of Harrison v. Jackson, before the Master of the 
Rolls on the 26th ult., a question as to ademption arose 
under the following circumstances. A testator bequeathed 
tome specific stock, which had been appionted to him by 
his wife, of a railway; at the date of his will, standing in 
the names of some trustees; and he declared “it was 
his intention to have it transferred into his own name as 
#00n as conveniently could be done.” Before the testator’s 
death the railway company paid off the stock, and by the 
testator’s consent the proceeds were invested by the 
trustees in their own names in the shares of another rail- 
way, and they remained so invested until the testator’s 
death. On a special case, the plaintiff, the legatee, con- 
tended, following Clark v. Browne (2 Sm. & G. 524) 
and Le Grice v. Finch (3 Mer. 51), that the legacy was not 
adeemed. The Master of the Rolls held that the character 
of the legacy having been/changed, it was clearly adeemed, 
juat as much as if a carriage and pair of horses had been 

ht with the money. The above authorities he did not 
consider binding upon him, being on the construction of 
other wills ; but, if they were precisely in point, he did not 
think them consistent with the ourrent of previous deci- 
sidng, and could not approve of them. 


Practice — AMENDMENT oF Sraremenr or Cra 
WitHouT ANY orpER—No Dsrsnoe to iT—QOricinaL 
STATEMENT OF DeFENOR ALLOWED To BE RBAD— 
Rutesor Court, 1875, orp. 24 me. 1; orp. 27, 
ae. 1, 2, 56,6; onp, 29, me. 10, 12; orp, 40, Rk. Li. 
—In a case of Boddy vy. Wall, heard by the Master of the 
Rolls on the 26th inst., a statement of claim was delivered, 
and to that a statement of defence was put in. The plain- 
tiffs then, within the time limited for reply under ord, 27, 
tr. 2, amended their statement of claim in some immaterial 
Points. No statement of defence to the amended atate- 
‘ment of claim was delivered, and the a moved 
such judgment as they were entitled to, on the 
ttatement of claim, which they alleged must be 
taken as admitted, They relied on a previous deci- 
sion of the Master of the Rolla of Duriing v, Lawrence 
(4 L. J. Ch. 808), where it was held that, after a re- 
Smended statement of claim, a defendant was in default 
who did not put in are-amended defence, and could not 
move to dismiss for want of prosecution, he Master of 
the Rolls said he could not follow During v. Laurence, 
baying have been desided on ome 5 ao 
@ practice in auch @ case not being prov’ 
for, it must'be according either to the old rules of common 
law or equity, The old practice ab law was stated to be 





that where the declaration was amended and no farther 
plea delivered, the old plea remained as a defence so far ag 
it was consistent with the amended case made. In chancery, 
where a plaintiff amended his bill and did not require a 
farther answer, the defendant could put in a voluntary 
answer to the amendments, and if he did not the suit went 
to trialon the amended bill and original answer. The 
Master of the Rolls said that the reasonable practice to 
adopt for the fature would be that, where the plaintiff 
amended his statement of claim without leave, and the 
defendant did not obtain leave to pat in an amended de- 
fence, then that the original defence should stand as a de- 
fence pro tanto. In Boddy v. Wail, leave to reply was 
given to the plaintiff at the bar on the original statement 
of defeuce, but, of course, the ordinary rule where the de- 
feudant gets no leave to deliver an amended statement of 
defence would be for the plaintiff to reply on the original 
defence so far as necessary within the time limited by 
ord, 24, unless he gets the time extended. As the Master 
of the Rolls stated, no difficulty would probably ever 
arise where the plaintiff amends by order of the court, as in 
that case the order as a rale not only extends the time for 
reply, bat gives the defendant liberty to deliver an amended 
statement of defence. 


—— 





Appuaintutents, Ete. 


Mr. Rozsert Goopenouca Bassett, solicitor (of the firm 
of Coxwell, Bassett, & Stanton), of Southampten, has been 
appointed Under-Sheriff of the Town and County of the Town 
of Southampton for the ensuing year. Mr. Bassett was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1848, and was for many years honorary 
secretary to the Southampton Chamber of Commerce and 
deputy-coroner for the Serough, but has resigned both 
offices. 

Mr. Witt1am Francis, solicitor, of Liverpool and Rock 
Ferry, Cheshire, has been elected one of the Aldermen of the 
newly-incorporated Borough of Birkenhead. Mr. Francis 
was admitted a solicitor in Easter Term, 1848, and is in 
partnership with Mr. Alexander Collins, and practises at 
No. 10, Cook-street, Liverpool, under the style or firm of 
Francis, Almond, & Collins. 


Mr. Freperick Fvutsr, solicitor, of Ragby, has bsen 
appointed Registrar of the Rugby County Court, ia the place 
of Mr, George Goodall Dainty, deceased. Mr. Fuller was 
admitted a solicitor in 1843, 


Mr, Joun Morean Howaarp, Q.C., Reeorder of Guildford, 
has been elected a Bencher of the Middle Temple. 


The Hon. Watrer Francrs Hety-Hureursson, barrister, 
has been appointed Colonial Secretary for the Island of 
Barbadoes, Mr. Hutchinson is the second son of the fourth 
Earl of Donoughmore, and was born in 1849. He is a 
graduate of Trinity College, Cambridge, and was called to 
the bar at the Inner Temple in November last. 


Mr. Jouw Ricwarpson, solicitor, of Manchester, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Comm'ssioner for Lancashire and 
Cheshire for taking the Ackrowledgments of Deeds by 
Married Women. 


Mr. Joszrn Jorpan, solicitor (of the firm of Rogers & 
Jordan), of Stourbridge, has teen appointed a Perpetual 
Commissioner for Stailirdshive and Worcestershire fer 
taking the Acknowledgmen‘s of Deeds by Married Women, 


Mr, James Mancy, solicitor, of Wellington, Shropshire, 
has been elected Clerk to the Welli ra Tmprovement 
Commissioners (to act agiemg 4 with Mr. Robdert Daniel 
Newell), in succession to his father, the late Mr. 
Maroy. Mr. J. Maroy was admitted a soliciter in 187 
and is now ia partnership with his brother, Mr. Arther 


Maroy. 
Mr, Samurn Mapunsa, solicitor, of Nottingham, has beea 
rec Under-Sheriff of the Cowaty of the Towa of 
otting ham, 
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MR. GODFREY TALLENTS. 


Mr. Godfrey Tallents, solicitor, died at his residence at 
Newark-upon-Trent on the 11th ult. The deceased was the 
son of Mr. William Edward Tallents, many years town 
clerk of Newark. He was admitted a solicitor in 1834, and 
had ever since practised at Newark. He was for many years 
in partrership with Mr. Thomas Fowke Andrew Burnaby, 
clerk of the peace for Newark and Nottinghamshire, and at 
the time of Lis death he was associated with Mr. Robert 
Griffin (late coroner for the borough), and with his sons, Mr. 
Wa. Edward Tallents, and Mr. Godfrey Tallents, jun., the 
present town clerk. Mr. Tallents had a very large practice, 
and had beld many public appointments. He was steward 
of the manor of Newark, and clerk to the River Trent Navi- 
gation Commissioners, the trustees of the Foston Turnpike- 
roads, to the Commissioners of Sewers for Nottinghamshire, 
and tothe Commissioners of Land, Assessed, and Income 
Taxes at Newark, He was for many years a member of the 
Nevark town council. His funeral, at the Newark Cemetery 
on the 16th ult., was very numerously attended. 





MR. WILLIAM FURNER. 


Mr. William Furner, barrister, many years a judge of 
county courts, died at his residence in Palmeria-square, 
Hove, on the 25th ult., after a lingering illness. The 
deceased was the second son of Mr. John Furner, of 
Brighton, where he was born in 1790. He was ad- 
mitted a solicitor in 1815; and he was for over thir 
years a member of the large firm of Hill, Fitzburgh, 
Furner, of Brighton. He was formerly a commissioner of 
bankrupts, and also held the office of judge of the local 
courts of request at Brighton and Shoreham. These juris- 
dictions were abolished on the passing of the County Courts 
Act, when Mr. Furner was selected by Lord Cottenham as 
county court judge of circuit No. 50, comprising the 
whole of the county of Sussex, with the districts of Reigate 
and Dorking. He was at the time a solicitor, but he soon 
afterwards entered at Gray’s-inn, where he was called to 
the bar in Easter Term, 1851. For thirty years Mr. Farner 
dischs: his duties with great success, showing a sound 
know] of law and a facility of dealing with complicated 
facts. He had been fora long time one of the members of 
the standing committee of county court judges for framing 
rules of practice, &c.,and he was a magistrate for the county 
of Sussex and the boroughof Brighton, and alsoa deputy lieu- 
tenant for the county. Mr. Furner’s heslth had been for a 
long time so precarious as to disable him from his judicial 
duties, and for several months Mr. Francis H. Lascelles sat as 
deputy-judge; and at the Brighton County Court on the 
20th of September last the registrar, Mr. Ewen Evershed, 
read a letter from Mr. Furner, stating that he had been 
compelled by failing health to resign his duties. The 
registrar expressed his regret at having to make this an- 
nouncement, and psi s high tribute to the late judge's 
character and sbilities, which was echoed by Mr. Charles 
Lamb (the late Mayor of Brighton) on bebalf of the solicitors 
in thetown. Mr. Furner was married to the daughter of 
Mr. John Williams, of Brighton, and he leaves a son (Mr. 
William Campbell Forner, bigh bailiff of the county court 
district) and four daughters. 


Mh. WILLIAM SWAINE, 


Mr. Williem Swaine, of Rochford, one of the oldest 
sclicitors in the county of Essex, died at his residence at 
Southend on the 19th ult. Mr. Swaine was born ia 1797, 
was aAmitted 2 solicitor in 1821, and about filty years “f° 
he settled at Rochford, and went into partnership with t 
late Mr. George Harrison Wilson, but for several years 
past he hed associated with Mr. William Ayton 
Asthy. The deceased had a most extensive private practice. 
He was « perpetual commissioner for Vesex, and clerk to the 
Commissioners of Sewers for Canvey Island, He was also 
for several years clerk to the county ates, an office 
now held by Mo postons Mr, Arthy. On the passing of the 
County Courts A, Mr, Bwsine wes appointed assistant 
Clerk to the Vocklord County Court, and « few years later 








—> 


he became registrar for the Rochford district, and he Te: 


contests in South Essex, and he was formerly registration 
agent at Rochford. At the Rochford Petty Sessions on the 


had been sustained by the death, within one we:zk, of the 
oldest solicitors at Rochford, Mr. Swaine and Mr. Wood, 


MR. GEORGE DARBY. 


Mr. George Darby, barrister, of Markby, Sussex, one of 
the Copyhold, Tithe, and Inclosure Commissioners, died at 
Down-street, Piccadilly, on the 18th ult., from an attack 
of typhoid fever. Mr. Darby was the fourth son of Mr. 
John Darby, of Leap, King’s County. He was born in 
1798, and was educated at Westminster and at St. Cathe. 


1823. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 1821, 
and he practised for a short time on the Home Circuit. In 
1837, Mr. Darby became a candidate for the representation 
of the eastern division of the county of Sussex, and wag 
returned at the head of the: poll. He took an active 

in the business of the House of Commons, but declined the 
offer of a post in the Government of Sir Robert Peel. He 
offered a most strenuous opposition to the Free Trade 
legislation of 1846; but he retired from Parliament on 
being selected as one of the commissioners under the 
General Inclogure Act of 1845, and a few years later, on 
the amalgamation of the various commissions, he became 
a Copyhold, Inclosure, and Tithe Commissioner, and 
occupied that position until his death. Mr. Darby tooks 
warm interest in all agricultural subjects. He was a 
magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for Sussex, and was for 
several years deputy-chairman of quarter sessions for the 
eastern division of the county. He also warmly espoused 
the volunteer movement, and had been captain of the 3rd 
Sussex Artillery Volunteers ever since the formation of 
the corps. Mr. Darby was buriel at Markby on the 21st 
ult. He leaves a large family. His eldest son was Mr, 
John George Darby, barrister, who died a few years 

and was one of the authors (with Mr. Bosanquet) of a ok 
on the Statate of Limitations. 





MR. EDMUND BOYLE CHURCH. 


Mr. Edmund Boyle Church, who had been recently ap- 
inted a taxing master in the Chancery Division, died at 
is residence at Highgate on the 24th alt., after a short 
illness, from congestion of the lungs. ‘The deceased wag 
boro in 1818, and was admitted a solicitor in 1841. He 
tised first at 3, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and then at 33, 
Essex-street, and afterwards removed to 38, Southampton- 
buildings, where he was joined by Mr. William Atkinson 
Langdale and Mr. Joseph Prior. In 1866 Mr.Church was ap- 
ointed by Lord Romilly tobea chief clerk in the Rolle Chame 
bers, and about three weeks ago, on the resignation of Mr. 
Robert Bayley Follett, he was appointed a taxing masterin 
the Chancery Division. The selection was approved by the 
profession, since, during his tenure of office as chief clerk, 
Mr. Church had been distinguished alike for courtesy of de 
meanour and for the able manner in which he despatched 
the business which came before him. He had ‘only eat as 
taxing-master for one day when he was seized with the 
severe cold, which so allt proved fatal, 





MR. GEORGE WOOD, 


Mr. George Wood, solicitor, of Rochford and Sonthend, 
died st bis residence at the former place on the 15th ult, 
efter a somewhat long illness. Mr. Wood was born in 
1804, was admitted a solicitor in 1828, and had ever since 
carried on business at Rochford. He was a commigsioner 


and ® perpetual commissioner for Hesex, and be had a 
private business, being formerly extensively employed in 
advocacy at the Rochford County Court and Petty Sessions, 


He was 6 Liberal in politios, and had reel 
or 





elections for his party in the Rochford district, 
last few years he had 


been associated in business with bis 


tained that post until his death. His politics were Cop. 
servative, and he had been district agent in many severg 


23rd ult., before the commencement of the business, Mr, - 
Gregson, solicitor, alluded to the great public loss which: 


rine’s College, Cambridge, where he gradaated MA. in 


to administer oaths in the Supreme Conart of Judicatare 
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Mr. George Wood, jun., who was admitted a solicitor 
; and the firm have also an office at Southend. 
Wood was very popular in Rochford on account of his 
ity and public spirit. He was always active in the 
otion of all local improvements, and he was Presi- 
Et of the Rochford Literary and Scientific Institution. 
' fie was for many years churchwarden of the parish, and 
he was the founder of the Parochial Coal Clab. Mr. Wood 
was buried in Rochford Churchyard on the 20th ult., and 
alarge crowd of friends and neighbours were present at 
the faneral. . 

















THE SOLICITORS ACT, 1877.* 


Tue year 1877 cannot but be a notable one in the history of 
the Incorporated Law Society, for in the session of that 

was passed the Solicitors Act, 1877, which has placed 
the society in a ition with reference to the profession 
differing not merely in degree, but in kind, from any which 
it has hitherto occupied. 

From its foundation in the year 1825 the Society has 
aimed at px sh the status of our branch of the pro- 
fession by raising the standard of education of those who 

ired to joinits ranks. With this object the passing by a 
candidate at the end of his period of apprenticeship of a 
satisfactory examination as to his “ due qualification, fitness, 
and competency,” was, after considerable efforts on the part 
of the council, made obligatory, at first by orders of court 
in 1836, and then by statute in 1843, as a condition of 
admission. This was in 1860 supplemented by requiring— 
ws before entering into articles of clerkship a candi- 

should, with certain exceptions, show, by passing a 
preliminary examination in general subjects, that he had 
received a liberal education; and (2) that to insure, as far as 
owner that his legal studies should be continued 

ing the whole of his period of service, he should also 
pass in about the middle of his clerkship an intermediate 
examination in law. In addition to these test examina- 
tions, lectures and law classes were from time to time 
established to assist the student in his legal training, and 
i of various kinds were founded, not only by the 

ciety, but also by private individuals, to «ncourage him to 
aim at a higher standard than was necessary merely to 
satisfy the examiners. 

Ever since their establishment the conduct of the ex- 
aminations has been practically under the control of the 
council of this Society — the preliminary examinations 
being undertaken by Examiners appointed on their re- 
commendation—the intermediate and final examinations 
being undertaken by members of the council acting in con- 
junction with the common law masters. But the appoint- 
ment of examiners has rested exclusively with the judges 
andthe Master of the Rolls; and it was open to them to 
have appointed, not members of the council or of our 
branch of the profession, but the benchers of an Inn of 
Court, the professors at the London Uitiversity, or any other 
or op Age they might select, That they never 
80 may, I think, be attributed enty to their conviction 

the examinations were on the whole efficiently per- 

» partly to the fact that no provision was made for 
payment of the examiners at the intermediate and final 
examinations. Still, the facts that the control of the 
council over the examinations was not assured, but might 
at any time terminate, and that no change, however 

le, could be made without application to the judges, 
and probably to Parliament, have made it difficult for them 
to do all that they desired to improve the system of examina- 




































tion. 

Tn practice, the examiners for the preliminary examina- 
tion, all of whom are paid for their work, have torn perma- 
pitty appointed, thecouncil recommending tothe judges year 

* by year the same persons, and the judges acceptin oir 
tion. Only one examiner is appointed for each 

i 4 he examines in that subject on each occasion, 
is therefore able to deal thoroughly and systematically 

With it, to insure an average standard of difficulty, and to 

avoid the recurrence at frequent intervals of the same or 







questions, 
examiners for the two examinations in law (other 











meetlt read at the Annual Provincial Meeting of the In- 
Law Society at Bristol by Mr. B, G, Lake, London, 





than the common law masters, one of whom presides on 
each oceasion) have always been selected from the council. 
They have given their services gratuitously, and, except 
under special circumstances, each during his year of office 
has undertaken one final and one intermediate examination, 
not necessarily in the same branch. The number of the 
council is now fixed at forty (exclusive of the ten extra- 
ordinary members, who are not called on to perform 
the duty of examining), and as twenty members are 
yearly appointed to be examiners, each member is 
called on to serve once in every two years. Bntan 
examiner cannot, except by arrangement, select the 
particular branch of law in which he shall examine, nor in- 
suré that at both of the examinations which will devolve 
upon him during his year of office he shall have the same or 
even kindred branches, nor that, when his turo again comes 
round, he will not be called upon to undertake a totally dif- 
ferent branch, possibly one in which he has had no special 
training or experience. It follows that, during a period of 
two years, no two examinations, either intermediate or final, 
are conducted by the same set of examiners, and it may 
possibly happen that the examination in any given branch— 
say, for instance, conveyancing—may be conducted by a 
different examiner on each occasion during a period of ten 
years or even longer. Like many other things in the law, 
the practice is better than the theory, and, as a rule, and 
with a good deal of trouble and management on the part of 
our secretary, the examinations in each branch ef law are 
confided to members of the council who have paid special 
attention to that branch. But even if this be always the 
case, itdoes not remove, or greatly lessen, the evils inherent 
in the present system, namely, the great diversity in the 
nature and difficulty of the questions set, and the consequent 
fluctuation in the standard required from candidates. 
Especially are these evils apparent in the competition for 
prizes and other distinctions, to gain which will, at some 
examinations, require very considerable legal attainments, 
and at others little more than should be nec for a mere 
pass. Nor can those prizes which are offered to the best 
students of the year, either generally or under specified 
conditions, be awarded with any accuracy, since there is no 
common standard by which to test the proficiency of candi- 
dates. 

The council, recognizing the weakness of the present 
system, have long aimed at obtaining for the society the 
complete control of the examinations, with power to intro- 
duce modifications without the necessity for a recourse to 
Parliament. This the present Act confers, and for the first 
time the society is in a position to establish the examinations 
on Whatever basis shall, after due inquiry, be found most 
suitable. The present paper is intended to suggest points 
which will have to be considered and decided betore the Act 
comes into operation on the lst of January next. 

The Act is probably familiar to most of these I address, 
and it is not necessary for me to go through it with much de- 
tail. The essential point is that after recitals to the effect 
that it is expedient that the power of making regulations for 
the conduct of the preliminary, intermediate, and final ex- 
aminations of persons applying to be admitted as solicitors 
of the Supreme Court of Judicature in England should be 
vested in the Incorporated Law Society, it enacts, by the 
fifth section, that, sulject to certain exemptions from the 
preliminary and intermediate examinations, a person shall 
not be admitted as a solicitor unless he has obtaiaed from 
the society a certificate or certificates to the effect that he 
has pas:ed a preliminary, an intermediate, aad a final ex- 
amination. 

By the sixth section the Society is required to hold each 
of these examinations at least three times « year, and, 
subject to the provisions of the Act, has the entire manage- 
ment and control of all such examinations, and has power 
from time to time to make tions with respect to 

(a) The subjects for, and the mode of conducting, the 

tion of candidates, 

(6) The times and places of examinations and the notice 

e 


of examinations. 

(e) The certificates to be given to persons of their having 
passed any examination, 

(a) The appointment and removal of examiners (other 
than the common law masters) and the remuneration 
by fees or otherwise of the examiners so appointed. 

( fh oesedia a o ng se pA «ee Soci 
thin ent to make regulations purpose 
carrylog the section into execution, 
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Any tions which the Society may so make are to be 
transmitted to the judges of the Queen’s Bench, Common 
Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, end to the Master of the 
Rolls, and are valid unless dissented from within twenty- 
eight days by two of the judges, the Master of the Rolls 
being one, with a further provision that after they have 
come into force, they may be wholly or partially abrogated 
at the expiration of two months after a like expression of 
dissent 


The seventh section constitutes the masters of the 
Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions 
ex-officio examiners for the intermediate and final examina- 
tions, until the presidents otherwise order, and directs 
that one of the masters shall act on each of such examina- 
tions. It is, perhaps, not very improbable that before long 
the masters will seek to be relieved from this somewhat 
irksome duty, or, at least, from taking part in the inter- 
mediate examinations. 

The right of appeal by an unsuccessful candidate to the 
Master of the Rolls, the power of granting exemption from 
the preliminary examination, either generally or on special 
grounds, and the admission of solicitors as officers of the 
court, remain as at present ; and by section nineteen the 
council is empowered to act on behalf of the Society for all 
the purposes of the Act. 

The rest of the Act deals with details or with matters 
not relevant to my purpose; buat I should like to point out 
that, in the definition of the term “ Final Examination,” 
moral unfitness is expressly recognised as a ground for re- 
fusing a certificate, and, therefore, of excluding a person 
from admission as a solicitor. Although the council havo 
always contended that such was the case under the pre- 
viously existing law, it was at least doubtfal whether the 
contention was well-founded; and when, some years ago, 
& person who had been disbarred for miscondact, and had 
unsuccessfully applied to be reinstated, sought to be 
articled with a view to admission as a solicitor, the council, 
while determined to resist his progress at every stage, 
felt grave doubts whether, if he had persevered, their 
resistance would have been successful. 

(To be continued.) 





Zeqal flews. 


In the Court of Chancery Appeal this week Lord 
Justice Christian, in expressing his concurrence in a judg- 
ment delivered by the Lord Chancellor affirming the decision 
of the Vice-Chancellor, declined to state his reasons for so 
doing, being assured that if he did so a mangled version of 
it would in a week or a fortnight be sold to the solicitors on 
either side, and would in due course be laid before counsel 
in London for them to aivise as to the hopefalness or the 

lessness of an appeal to the House of Lords. Hedesired 
to make a few observations with reference, not to the stric- 
tures of the newspapers, or one or two of them, on himself, 
but with regard to the temperate and weighty strictures 
which he heard had been passed upon him by instructed, 
competent, impartial, nay, even in some instances friendly, 
critics. By some such it seemed to have been thought that 
he had spoken too strongly; that be had made too much 
ado about individuals; that, in fast, he hed been breaking 
flies upon a wheel. With all deference, he thought that 
these gentlemen had failed to realize the trne state of the 
case. The publication of that libel in Lewis v. Lewis was an 


y ete oe ae 

of the report. If a policeman from the ‘Hall,’ or « coal- 

porter off the quay been brought 

reporters’ tox, he could hardly 

more entire inanity.” 

_ The Texas Court of Appeal, says the Central Law Journal, 

io the presence of a hog case, is apt to become humorous, 
i be communicated to the reporter is 

recent case of Ussery v. Pde) 





town of Oakville, without having a fenceor inclosure around 
their house. There being nothing to prevent their frog 
egress or ingress, the hogs of their neighbours, as was quite 
natural, finding the kitchen door open, would at ts 
enter, eat, and dispose of such provisions as they found lying 
around loose, and sometimes break up the dishes and d 

the furniture. Defendants alleged in the plea whi 
was struck out, that by these unwarranted outrages the 
had, first and last, doring the year, damaged them in 
sum of one thousand dollars. itis astonishing, if not alto. 
gether incredible, that defendants would have witnessed and 
patiently suffered all this great and serious loss when they 
could, for a few dollars, perhaps, have purchased the hogs and 
then killed them, or could have fenced in their house with g 
substantial inclosure, which would have been hog proof. If 
they did not wish to go to this trouble or expense, to say 
the least of it they might have kept the kitehen door shut 
and securely fastened against these destructive intruders, 


There was no sufficient excuse for killing the hogs, and, un. . 


der all the circumstances detailed in the statement of facts, 
we think the verdict and judgment extremely mild.” 
Almost equally considerate for the rights of this much-abused 
animal was the Supreme Court of North Carolina in Morse 
v. Nizon (6 Jones, N. C. 293), where the court below had 
charged the jury “that, if they believed the hog was of g 
predatory character, and had the character of a chicken eat. 
ing hog, then they should find for the defendant, as any man 
has a right to abate a public nuisance, and it mattered not 
whether the plaintiff knew of the habit of the hog or not.” 
“We do not concur,” said the Supreme Court, “in the 
opinion of his honour as to the right of killing hogs that are 
in the habit of eating chickens. The position that such 9 
hog is a public nuisance, and may be killed by any 
one, is not supported on principle or authority, and, if 
recognized, would lead to monstrous consequences, 
Allow such a right, ard the peace of society cannot 
be preserved, fir its exercise would stir up the most 
angry passions, and necessarily result in personal collisions, 
It may be the killing will be justified by proving that the 
danger was imminent (to another chicken), making it 
necessary ‘then and there’ to kill the hog, in order to save 
the life of the chicken, or present bodily harm ; but we are 
inclined to the opinion that, even under these circumstances, 
it is not justifiable to kill the hog. It should be impounded 
or driven away, and notice given to the owner, so that he 
may put it up. At all even's, this course is dictated by the 
moral duty of good neighbourship.” 








Hacieties, 


LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


At the meeting of this society held at the Law Inatita- 
tion on Tuesday evening, the 27th of November, Mr, G. H, 
Radford, LL.B., in the chair, a paper was read by Mr. 
A. M. Ellis, LL.B., on the subject “ Whether our colonies 
should be governed with a view to their ultimate inde- 
pendence.” After the paper, which dealt with the subject 
at some length, had been read, Mr. Pritchard addressed 
the society for the negative, and Mr. Cave, B.A., and Mr, 
McColla supported the affirmative. ‘She debate was then 
thrown open to the meeting, and Mr. Ellis having replied, 
on the —— being put to the enya the majoriiy 
were in favour of England retaining ber colonies. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at the Law Inetitu- 
tion on Monday, the 26th inet., cnet 
at Nisi Prive for breach of contract wan . Mr. J.%, 
Davies presided as judge, while the special jury eonsisted 
of the members present not engaged in the case. Mr. & 
H. P le as counsel for the plaintiff, the 
defendant being ee by Mr. W. Dowson, witnesses 
were called by counse! in favour of their ey 
clients, and ultimately, after an elaborate sum up 
from the judge, the jury returned a verdict in favour of 

otiff, with 260 damager, The meeting was 

a members, 

On Wednesday, tho 28th inst., at Cloment’s-lon Hell, 
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—— 
the following question was discussed :—“‘ That our conduct 
should be regulated by principle and not by expediency.” 

point was argued by Messrs. Ward, Dowson, Pitt, 
Qobbett, and others, and, on the motion being put to the 
meeting, the affirmative was carried. 














High Court of Hustice, 


CHANCERY DIViSION. 
(Before Hatt, V.C., at Chambers.) 
Nov. 28.—Macaulay v. Pycock. ~* 
Practice—Appointment of receiver in chambers before trial. 
A writ had been issued for dissolution of partnership and 


appointment of receiver. 
After appearance, the plaintiff issued a summons to 
appoint receiver. On the hearing, the defendant failed to 










r. 
"The chief clerk, after referring to section 25 of the 
Jndicature Act, sub-section 8, and ord. 52, r. 4, considered 
the application should be dy motion, avd refused the order. 
The summons was afterwards renewed before the judge. 

Mr. Hawkins (from the office of Torr & Co), for the 
plaintiff, relied on the words “ court or a judge” in r. 4 as 
giving jurisdiction in Chambers. 

Hatt, V.C., considered the application was within the 
spirit of the rule, and made the order asked for. 















COMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Grove and Linney, JJ.) 
Nov. 29.—In the Matter of a Solicitor. 


Hurray, on behalf of the Law Society, moved for a rule 
calling upon John Wright Neville, a solicitor, to show cause 
why he should not be struck off the rolls. The motion was 
made upon a certified copy by the clerk of assize that Mr. 
Neville had been convicted at the last Ipswich Assizes of 
forgery and was sentenced to six years’ penal servitude. 

The Court, in granting the rule, said that as the defendant 
wasin prison the affidavit of service should show that an 
opportunity had been offered to him to appear and show 
ca 






















use, 
Rale granted. 
County Courts. 
MANCHESTER. 
(Before J. A. Russsit, Esq., Q.C. Judge). 
Re Joseph Parka 





Jurisdiction over third parties—Bankruptcy Rules, 1870, r. 78. 
This was an application in the above matter by Parr’s 
Banking Company, Limited, under r. 78, for an order direct- 
ing an inquiry and a declaration that the said Banking 
pany were mortgagees of the property of the debtor, 
situate at Wincham, in the county of Ohester, and for an 
order directing the trustee to realize the said property and to 
pay to the bank their principal, interest, and costs. 

é case came before the court on the 23rd of October, 
but was adjourned in order that evidence might be filed by 
the Wincham rigor mry | Company to enable them to 
support an objection raised by their counsel to tho jurisdic. 

of the court. 

The facts of the case appeared to be br as follow :— 

debtor formerly carried on business at Wincham as a 
shipbuilder and boiler maker, and in the ordinary course of 

business obtained advances from Parr’s @ Com- 
pany, Limited, which advances were secured by deposit of 
the debtor’s title deeds to certain property at Wincham, the 
ect of the present application. Subsequently to this 
t, namely, in the month of April, 1876, the debtor 
of the whole of his va erty (subject to a lien of the 
bank) to the Wincham Shipbuilding ompany, who entered 
into and who, at the time when Parke filed his 
for liquidation (July, 1876), were in of 
property and carrying on business upon premises 






















referred to. At the first statutory meeting held on Parks’s 
liq uidation on the 22nd of August, 1876, liquidation was 
resolved upon, and Mr, T. W. Gillibrand was appointed 
trustee. 

Taylor, for the Wincham Shipbuilding Company, Limited 
contended that the property was not, at the commence- 
ment of the liquidation, the property of the bankrupt, 
and that conscquently the court had no jurisdiction. He 
referred to numerous authorities in support of bis contention, 
and particularly to the case of Ex parte The North-Western 
Bank, re Slee, 20 W. R. 980, to show that the court had no 
jurisdiction over third pariies. 

Jordan, for Parr’s Banking Company, contended that, 
inasmuch as the property was the property of Parks at the 
time when the deeds were deposited with the bank, no sub- 
sequent act of his could take away the jurisdiction of the 
court or deprive the equitable mortgagee of his right to the 
order for which he applied. He referred to a number of cases 
in support of his view. He also contended that the trustee 
had no power to get up in court and say he disclaimed all 
interest in the property, ard that he could only disclaim with 
the consent of the Court. 

Addleshaw (solicitor), for the trustee of Parks’s estate, 
pointed out that the trustee’s contention was that he had 
no interest to disclaim ; at the time of Parks’s liquidation 
the debtor had no interest in the property, the legal estate 
being vested in the Wincham Company, subject to the 
equitable lien of the bank; that the property was not the 
property of the bankrupt, and that the trustee, even if 
the order were made, could give no title, 

His Honour said that rule 78 was intended to apply to 
the bankrupt’s estate or effects; but, in the present case, 
the property in question did not form any part of the 
bankrupt’s estate, the debtor having parted with it long 
before instituting proceedings for liquidation. It was 
clear, upon the authorities cited, that the court could not 
make an order binding the Wincham Company. He there- 
fore dismissed the motion, and ordered the bank to pay 
the costs of all parties. : 

Solicitor for Parr’s Banking Company, Fletcher, North- 
wich. 

Solicitors for the Wincham Company, Addiehue ¢ 
Warburton, Manchester. 





taw Students’ Journal. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
Hizary Examination, 1878. 


The attention of students is requested to the following 
rules ;— 

As an encouragement to students to study jurispradence 
and Roman law, twelve studentships of one hun guineas 
each shall be established, and divided equally into two 
classes ; the first class of studentships to continue for two 
years, and to be open for competition to any student as to 
whom not more than four terms shall have ela since he 
kept his first term; and the second class to continue for one 
year only, and to be vs for competition to any student, 
not then already entitled to a studentship, as to whom not 
less than four and not more than eight terms shall have 
elapsed since he kept his first term; two of each class of 


. such studentships to be awarded by the council, on the re- 


commendation of the committee, after every examination 
before Hilary and Trinity Terms respectively, to the two 
students of each set of a who shall have passed 
the beat examination in jurispradence and Roman law. 
But the committee shal} not be obliged to recommend any 
etudentship to befawarded if the result of the examination 
be such as in their opinion not to justify such recommenda- 


tion. 

No etudent admitted after the Slet of December, 1872, 
shall receive from the council the certificate of fitness for 
oall to the bar required by the four Inns of Court, unless 
he shall have passed a satisfac examination ia the 
following subjects, viz., lat, Roman law ; 2odly, the law of 
real and personal property ; 3rdly, commen law; and, #hly, 


way. 1872, 
bare 


No atadent admitted after the Sist of December, 
shall be examined for call to the bar wotil he shall 
kept nine terms; except that students admitted after that 
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day shall have the option of passing the examination in 
Roman law at any time after having kept four terms. 

An examination will be held in December and in January 
next, to which a student of any of the Inns of Court, who 
is desirous of becoming a candidate for a studentship, or 
honours, or of obtaining @ certificate of fitness for being 
called to the bar, or of passing the examination in Roman 
law only, will be admissible. 

Each student proposing to submit himself for examina- 
tion will be required to enter his name, personally or by 
letter, at the treasurer’s or steward’s office of the Inn of 
Court to which he belongs, on or before Thursday, the 13th 
day of December next ; and he will further be required to 
state in writing whether his object in offering himself for 
examination is to compete for a studentship, or honours, 
or of obtaining a certificate preliminary to a call to the 
bar, or whether he is merely desirous of passing the exami- 
nation in Roman law under the above-stated rule. 

The examination will take place in the Hall of Lincoln’s- 
inn; and the doors will be closed ten minutes after the 
time appointed for the commencement of the examination. 

The examination by printed questions will be conducted 
in the following order :—Thursday and Friday, December 
27 and 28 next, at ten until one, and from two until five on 
each day, the examination of candidates for studentships in 
jurisprudence and Roman law. 

The examination of candidates for honours and pass 
certificates, and for pass in Roman law only, will take 
place as follows :—Wednesday morning January 2, at 
ten, on real and personal property law ; _ Fone morning, 
January 3, at ten, on common law; Friday morning, 
January 4, at ten, on equity; Saturday morning, January, 
5, at ten, on jurisprudence and Roman law; Saturday 
afternoon, January 5, at two, on constitutional law and 
legal history. 

¢ oral examination will be conducted in the same order, 
and on the same subjects, as above appointed for the 
examination by printed questions. 


Norz.—Only students admitted prior to the Ist of Janu- 
ary, 1873, and who are candidates for a pass certificate, 
have an option of passing in constitutional law, and legal 
history, or Roman law; common law or equity; and real 
and personal property law. 


Jurisprudence, Civil and International Law, and 
Roman Law. 

Candidates for the studentships will be examined in all 
the following subjects :—(1) Institutes of Gaius and Inati- 
tates of Justinian ; (2) The Forty-fifth book of the Digest ; 
(3) History of Roman law ; (4) Principles of jurisprudence, 
with special reference to the writings of Bentham, Austin, 
and- Maine ; (5) Elements of international law; (6) Prin- 
ciples of private international law. Candidates for honours 
will be examined in those numbered 1, 3, and 4; candidates 
for a pass certificate in the Institutes of Justinian. 

The examiners in constitutional law and legal history will 
examine in the following books and subjects :—(1) Stubbs’ 
Constitutional 2 of England ; (2) Hallam’s Constitu- 
tional History ; (3) Broom’s Constitutional Law; (4) The 
Principal State Trials of the Stuart Period ; (5) The con- 
clading chapter of Blackstone’s Commentaries, being that 
“On the Progress of the Laws of England.” Candidates 
for honours will be examined in all the above-mentioned 
books and subjects; candidates for a pass certificate will 
be examined in No. 1 and No. 3 only, or in No. 2 and No. 
3 only, of the foregoing subjects, at their option. 

Nore.—Only students admitted prior to the Ist of 
Jaruary, 1872,and who are candidates for a pass certificate, 
have an option of passing in con: titutional law and legal 
es or pocorn d common law or equity; and real 

iw, 


7 
The examiner in equity will examine in the following 


subjects:—1. Administration of estates of deceased persons, 
2, (inclading charges and liens). 3, Fraud, 


4. Buretyship. 
Candidates for honours will be examined in all the above- 
Candid 


mentioned su b 
those num 1 and 2 only, 

The examiner in the law of real and personal property 
will examine in the following subjects:—1. The creation, 
devlation, and disposition inter vivos, ond by will, of 
estates, and interests in real and personal property, in- 


for a pass certificate in 





cluding estates and interests, by way of statutory us>, and 
of trust. 2. Powers. 

Candidates for a pass certificate will b> examined in the 
elements of the foregoing subjects; candidates for honours 
will have a higher examination. 

The examiner in common law will examine in the follow. 
ing subjects :—1. The law of contracts. 2. Criminal law, 
8. The procedure in an action in the Queen’s Bench, 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions of the High Court 
of Justice. 

Candidates for a pass certificate will be examined on 
general and elementary principles of law ; and from candi. 
dates for honours the examiner will! require a more advance} 
knowledge of the application of those principles, and a 
Knowledge of leading decisions. 

By order of the Council, 
(Signed) S. H. Watpozz, Chairman, 

Council Chamber, Lincoln’s Inn Hall, Nov. 14. 
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Cuurt Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


Court or MAsrTEr oF THE 
Date. APPEAL. Rotts. V.C. Matans, 
Monday, Dec. 3Mr. Latham Mr. Milne Mr. Pemberton 
Tuesday ...... 4 Leach Merivale Ward 
Wednesday.... Latham Milne Pemberton 
Thursday .... Leach Merivale Ward 
Friday ....0. Latham Milne Pemberton 
Saturday .... Leach Merivale Ward 


V.C.Bacow. V.O. Haut. 


Monday, Dec. 3Mr. King Mr. Clowes 
4 Farrer 
King 
Farrer 
King 
Farrer 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
LONDON. 
MicuagetMas Srttine, 1877. 


This list contains all actions entered in Queen’s Banca 
Common Pleas, and Exchequer Divisions, in which notice of 
trial has been given ; and also all actions in the Chincerg Divi- 
sion, in which notice has been given of trial before a juige and 
jury, up to and including 3rd December, 1877. 


LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
QB 1 Bywater & wife (G Brown) v Metropolitan Railway 
Co (Barchells) SJ 
CP 2 Hoporaft & avr (J wy 4 Forbes, Forbes, & Co, Scrim- 
zor & Co (Lyne & 8J 
Ex 3 Pesan anr (Lewis & Lewis) v Manero (Spyer & 
1D 
CP 4 Broicher & ora ‘dl A A & Son) v Borradaile, 
Schiller, & Co (Lawford & W) SJ 
CP 5 The Chartered Mercantile Bank of India, London, ani 
China (Waltons, B & W) v The Netherlands India 
Steem Navigation Co (Lovell & Co) 8J 
6 Keighley (G W Keighley) v Shirreff (Morley & 8S) 83 


7G v Same (Same) SJ 
8 Walkee f Beedle dv The Denis and West Clare Ry 


Co T D 
9 Dal {Halse T& Coy Overbury (A Wells) SJ 
10 Pick up a Son & C) v Steven & anr (Waltons, 


11 Wyneken & anr (W A Crump & Son) v Schwaben 

(Freemen é& B) 8 

QB 12 Schomburgh & Co (Flux & Co) v Zoobeli (RO Sydney) 

QB 13 Me Trustee, & (Lewis, Munns, & L) v Imperial 
Dissount Co, lind oe H Barles) 83 ) 

Ex 14 Hartmann (C A Swaine) v Shrimpton (M Scott) 

CP Pryvae & ons (Stephen Scott) v Bonnonthal (Ashurst, 

0 
QB 16 Lambert & onr (Lewis, M & L) v Tho Credit Lyonnais 
Abrahams & R) 8J 
QB 17 Bromkston & Co (Same) v Same {anne} 8J 


CP 18 Moss (T Baddeley & Sons) v Moore (R Chapman) 
Kx 1 ws 5 eanaed & M) v Grant & ors (Ashurst, M & 
0 
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CP 20 Fontana (Cole & J) v Goddard (Hyde, Tandy & Co) 
Ex 21 Peler (Keene & M) v Gilmore & ors (Waltons, B & 
QB 22 — & ors (Ingledew, I & G) v Williams (Plews, I 
CP 23 Allen (Roberts & B) v Wakefield (Waltons, B & W) 
QB 2% —" (Cattarns, J & H) v Jack (Bowker, P, B & C) 


OP 26 ion (H Montagu) v Rae (G R Innes & Son) SJ 
CP 26 ey Heather & Son) v James & anr (Bridges & 


Co) 8 

Ex 27 vd & ue (R Miller & W) v Bryson & Co (W 
iter 

CP 28 — * ca (J Edell) v Peall, Roy, & Co (A 


QB 29 Senaferd (L eays) Vv yd wr Horrex) SJ 

QB 30 ey sf erner, & Co (Shum & Co) v Patton, jun, & 
Co ¢ ‘MeDiarmid) 

CP 31 be anr (W A Crump & Son) v Balfour (W Webb 


CP 32 Rumsoy (Lee & P) v Nicholl (Few & Co) SJ 

CP 33 Nicholls (Harper, B & B) v Gorinflét (L Goldberg) SJ 
QB 34 Beachim (Vallance & V) v Thompson (F W Snell) SJ 
QB 35 Ree aes Son & E) v Reckitts (Cowdell, G & 


CP 36 The Omoa & Cleland Coal and oy — (Waltong, B 
& W) v Huntley (Shum, C & C) S. 

Ex 37 Lyons (H W Christmas) v Chappell a M Barnard) 

Ex 38 Wilson (Miller & M) v Roden (Gregory & Co) SJ 

QB 39 Harve * anr (Lewis & Lewis) v Thin & anr (Neal & 


QB 40 Longbottom (¥ eT) R C) v Stephenson, Clarke 
Co (Wilkins, B & F 

Ex 41 Wanton (Truefitt & G) : Fowler (T Bowker) 

Ex 42 se Be O & N) v Burns & anr (Field, R & 


Co) SJ 
CP 43 Nadie ay Co (Freshfields & W) v Norwood (H Phil- 


J 

Ex 44 Odling Ye ors (J J Keily) v mee & anr(R W 
arsland’; oem, ¢ T &P) 

QB 45 en (Lewis & Lewis) v yertholemew (Beard & 


CP 46 Bush (Beard & Son) v Herman (Lewis & Lewis) 
QB 47 Aulivier (Blachford, R, K & W) v Goddard (W 


Arnold 

QB 48 Widnes Atal Gat aot (Goldring & Jukes) v Chester 
(Stoneham & L 

Ex 49 The Commercial had of Scotlend (S R Hoyle) v Noble 
& aur (Wi nm & Son) SJ 

QB 60 Peer Gore & F) v London & South-Western 

Ry C a 
CP 61 Reynolds 3 Hughe) v Bower & ors (Combe & W) 
CP 652 Jackson & Graham (W F Nokes) v Curteis (A 


Rhodes 
QB 53 Weeege e  Hollame, Son, & C) v Randall (S W John- 
QB 54 Herren ( (Fravens, Smith, & B) v Pim (Mayhew, 8, & 


)8 
Ex 655 Brake (F Dollman) v Barber (W H Brooke 
CP 66 Barrow (H Montagu) v The City Bank (Ingle, C, & 


H 
57 Raphel a J Coburn) v Hoints (Nash & F) 
58 ats Burgoynes, M, B, & T) v Hayward (Lowless 


& C 
59 Sanie Rane v Same 5 =) 2nd Action 
60 S — am tf oppe & olton (Hillearys & T) 
61 RK roan aS ( en 8 y B) v Gough & ors (Monck- 
D 
62 cunning (Lowless & Co) v Dunn & anr (Miller & 


63 Breffit (A Jones, T & G) v Williams (Norris, A & C)! 

64 by & anr (J E Turner) v Balfour & ors (Trinders 
& Curtis-Hayward ; Elmslie & Co; Gregory & Co) SJ 

Birnie (Stocken & J) v Michael (Wilkinson & H 

The a Dee aay ae (Maples & Co) v Bruges 


el © HaQ ob 
Le aL hed 


Fenn & anr (F ol Ly 
Walker (F Bradley) v abrielli Norton 

Foot (Pritchard & ban 's Pepper (Jno Wena)? 

0 = - (Miller & Mi v Tambert (Johnson, U & 


: Blondel (Smith, F & L) v Broome & anr (Mullena & 3 
2 Best, Marshall & Co ( oder) v Emden (W 
73 Case (Lowleas & Co) v Staley, Radford & Co (P 4 
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Co) 8J 
CP 74 Coulter & apr (Same) vy Dan & anr (J & H Farnfield) 
CP 75 Beherte (Trindors & Co) v Fifoot & anr (Plewa & Co) 





Ex 76 oe & os (Thomson, Son & B) v Pokorny & anr (G 
QBi77 —_ =(t J gan) 3 North Metropolitan Tramways 
CP 78 Lloyd ri as havin v Morgan (T G Everill) SJ 1st 


Action 
CP 79 Same (Same) v Same (Same) SJ 2nd Action 
Ex 80 battens fy C Lewis) v South Devon Shipping Co (T 


QB 81 teat i leaisiow, I, & G) v Wake & Co (Lowless & 


CP 82 Tallerman (H Menten v Bloor & anr (Hughes, 
Hooker, & Co) SJ 
CP 83 — (Venning, R, & V) v Morrow (P J Bishop) 


Ex 84 Hill (Ingle, C, & H) v Meacock (A S Godfrey 
QB 85 Fraser & Co {Stibbard, G, & C) v Burrows (Waltons, 


B, & W) § 
Ex 86 London . provincial Bank, limd (Jones, B, & Son) v 
Marpole (E W Crosse) - 
Ex 87 Hughes (i Clears & T) v The Great Northern Ry Co 
ohnson, 


Ex 88 Roger & Chave a Person) v McIntosh (Pitman & 


) 
QB 89 Rennie (Hollams, Son, & C) v lenien & Yorkshire 
Steamship Co (Cattarns, J, & fags 
QB 90 Punchard & ors ( ngledew, L, & G) v Pothonier & Co 
(Hollams, Son, & C) S 
CP 91 Duncan & ors (T Cooper) 4 The Trustees & Commis- 
sioner of the Port of Lancaster (Pritchard & Sons) 


SJ 
Ex 92 Richards — & Mercer) v Grant and Clark & 
Punehard (Ashurst, M, & Co; Blunt, T, & L) SJ 
(To be continued, j 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Nov. 30, 1877. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 973 Annuitias, April, ’85, % 

Ditto for Account, Dec. 3, 973 | Do. (Red Sea T. ) Aug. | 908 

Do. 3 per Cent. Redu tha Ex Bills ,21000, 24 per Ct. 24 dis. 
New 3 per Cent., Ditto, £500, Do, dis. 

Do, 34 perCent., , "94 Ditto, £2100 & £26c, 23 dis. 

Do. z perCent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England’ Stock, — per 
Do. 5 per Cent. - Jan. "13 Ct. (last half-year), 257 
Annuities, Jan, ’80 Ditte for Account, 








INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


Ind.Stk.,5 per Cent., July, '80,1063; Enf.Pr. 5g perCnt., May, 893 
Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cent, 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 788, 1023 April, "64 

Do.Do,5 peens..te "73 
Do. Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
Ditto, ditto, under £1000 


Ditto, ditto, Certificates - 
Ditto En faced Ppr.,¢ per Cent. S2 
2nd Enf.Pr., 5 per C.,Jan.’72 





RAILWAY STOOK. 













































Railways. Paid. Closing Prices 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter 100 a 
Stock/Caledonian | 100 | i233 
Stock/Glasgow and South-Western ...... oy oe j 108 
Stock |Great Eastern Ordinary Stock sersessesseeseeses| 4 
Stock/Great Northern ........00008 acencese.ccececcecenenenes| 100 li 
Stock| Do., A Stock* | 100 1 
Stock/|Great Southern and Western of Ireland ...... ' 100 ~ 
Stock|Great Western—Original | 100 93 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshire .......0s0008 ereerseces] 100 | 1 
Stock) London, Brighton, and South Coast | 100 1s 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover........ 100 2 
Stock/London and North-Western ..,. «| 100 1 
Stock!London and South Western........ seereeseseceses 100 1 
Stock a Sheffield, and Lincolm waves) 100 82 
Stock! Metropolitan | 100 16 
Stock; Do., District axe } 100 
Stock | Midland....s..cseere siialacnenniadinainalnanraiaeatl eves) 100 1a 
Stoek ‘North British | 100 
Stock) North Bastertccseresenscseserennneesseseensenes } 200 1493 
Sect Narn Sane |S 
orth S$ ATO ceeces eee aneaceceuranevecsencates ! 

Kock |douth Gi S100 66 

Pooos South-Eastern 100 | 127 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


Crowrnar—Nov, 23, at Giuaghten, Detached, the wife of 


Chas, J. Crowther, ego ,! a hg 
Guyrn—Nov. 24, at Park Kent, the wife 
of Lewis binuna Glyn, of “Tis ‘Middle T barrister-at- 


law, of a son. 
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Groven—Nov. 20, at Pontypridd, Gi hire, the wife of 
Grover, solicitor, of twin em era 
2 at 19, Southwick: Hyde- the wife 
of Courtenay Ibert, barrister-at- -law, of a 
Porz—Nov. 26, at Dorchester, Dorset, the wife o Alfred Pope, 
solicitor, of a son. 
MARRIAGES, 
Crarxke—KeErrison—Nov. 22, at Christ Church, Lancaster- 


te, Frederick Clarke barrister-at-law, to Adelaide Catharine, 
dughte of Roger Allday Kerrison, of 50, Queensborough- 


Fy 22, at Grantham, William Cock- 
croft, of Rochdale, solicitor, ‘to Fauny, daughter of the late 
Frederic Malim, of — solicitor. 


EATAS. 

Fourner—Nov. 25, at Brighton, William Farner, late judge of 
county courts, sussex. 

Gitt—Nov. 27, at his residence, Hulme-place, Salford, James 
Gill, of Manchester, solicitor, aged 75. 

Saprs—Nov. 24, at 44, Bedford-row, W.C., Edward Lamb 
Sabin, barrister-at- -law, aged 57. 

Tarry—Nov. 25, at Graemes Dyke, Harrow Weald, T. W. G. 
Tarry, of 57, Coleman-street. 

—— 


LONDON GAZETTES. 
Professional Dissolved. 
Togspay, Nov. 27, 1877. 
—* Robert Francis, and William Dickinsen, Durham, Solicitors, 
t 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Faipay, Nov. 23, 1877. 
Liwrrep tw CHANCERY. 

Thames Plate Glass Company, 1874, Limited.—Creditors ara required, 
on or before 20, to send their names and addresses, and tha 
particulars of their *dsbts or claims to John Augastus Josolyne, 
King st, Cheapside. Thursday, Ja1 10, at 12, is appointed for hear- 
ing and adjudicating upon the de»ts and claims 

Tozspay, Nov, 27, 1877. 
Limrrep In CHANCERY. 

Florence ot and Public Works Company, Limited.—By an order 
made by V.C. Hall, dated Nov 16, it was orderei that the above 
company be wourd up. Clements, Gresham House, Old Broad st, 
solicitor for the petitione s 

Imperial Investment Association, Limited.—By an order made by the 
M.R., dated Nov 17, it was ordered that the above association be 
— up. Bell and Co, Qacen Victoria st, solicitors for the peti- 

0 

Industrial Coal and Iron Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, 
on or be‘ore Dec 31, to send their names and addresses, and the par - 
ticulars of their debs or claims, to John Unwin Wing, Princes st, 
Bank. 4 sesday, Jan 15, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
FR es upon the debts and claims 
Niger Merchants, Limitd.—®y an orler wade by V.C. Bacon, dated 
Nov 10, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Norrie and Co, Bedford row, solicitors for the petitioner 

Norton Iron Company, Limite !.—By an order made vy the M.R., dated 
Nov i7, it was ordered that the above com a be wound up. 
Sharpe ‘and Co, Bedford row, agen’s for Ryland and Co, Birming- 
ham, solicitors for the petit‘oners 
r= f Carbon Company, Limited.—By an order made by the M.B., 

Nov 17, it was ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Abbott and Co, New inn, St.and, solicitors for ths petitioners 

Withing*on and Didstury Sxatirz Riok and Winter Gardens Company, 
Limite4.—Petition for winsing t up, presented Sept 19, directed to be 
heard at St George’s Hall, Liverpool, on Tuesday, Dec 14. Dodge 
and Phipps, Liverpoo!, solicitors for the petitioners 

County PaLatine c¥ LANCASTER. 
—— Boiler Mating and Forge Company, LAmited,—Petition for 
up, presented Nov 26, directe1 to be heard at St George’s 
Bait Liverged, before the V.C.,0n Friday, Dec7. Smithané Boyer, 
Mar chester, agents for Blacxburne aud Co, Oltham, solicitors for 


the petiiicner 
Srapwanres or Connwatt, 

Charlotte United Mines, Limited.—By an order made by the Vice- 
Werden, dated Nov 2, it wes ordered thatthe above Bn ad be 
wound up. Hodge and Co, Truro, rolicitors for = petitioners 

East Rocke, Hematite Iron Ore Compan °, Li an order made 
by the Viee-Warden, dated Nov 24,‘ was @” ‘that the above 
ahaa up. Hodge and Oo, Truro, solicitors for the 

ers 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Furoay, Nov. 16, 1877. 
Booms, Thom as, Bridport, Dorset,Gent. Dec 20, Tucker ¥ Good, 


Browne, Rev Richard Lewis, Sestoms, Sommey Bw Gibbs v 
Browne, VC. Maiine. Large, South oq, Gray's in 

Challinor, 4mandé, a York, Wheeiwright, ond Joho Challinor, 
Catelifiz, York, Gent. Dee 2, Challinor y Challinor, V.C, Halil, 


Oxley and Co, 
Cocks, fp, Suetegee finco, Gow seek, Panther, Dee 2. Cocks v 
Ivimey, V.C. Hall. Frost, Leadenhall 
Harries, Kees, rags Carmarthen, Goan. Dee 15. MLB, 
Mantes, ey Dani, Pow’ Powderham, D-von, Deci2, MNentes v Wills, 
Doe 7 Shaw y Aspell, MR. Lee, 


Berkeley, Linesla’oina 

Sbaw, John, Bovtingham, Gent. 

Watson, Robert Ay 4, Hove, Gussox Dee 20, Watson vy 
Watson, V4, Hali, Freeman and Co, 





Woodhead, Samue!, Bradford, York. Dec 12. Re Woodhead, Croxal} 
v Woodhead, V. ¢. Hall. Atkinson, Bradford 

Kesterton, Henry, Battersea park rd, License? Victualler, Dee 99 
Perrett v Kesterton, M:R. Hopgood, Whitehall place 

Moakes, Richard, South st, Walworth, Tripe Dresser. Dec 15, Holton 
Vv Moakes, V.C. Malins, eo eye Penton st, mse aa 

Pewtress, Gracechurch Sy Powe Mummery y 
Appleton, V.C. Hall. Lindsay ool on Basinghall st 

Sagar, Samuei, Bradford, York, Butcher, Dec 24, Hammond y 
Sagar. V.C, Malins. Storry, Lombard st 

Smith, John, Leighton, acer po Farmer. Dec $i. Thompson y 
Veasey, V.C. Hall. M ts and Son, Huntingdon 

Williams, Charles, Cardiff, Iron Founder. Jan 1. Williams y 
Williams, V.C. Hall. Jones, Cardiff 

Tuuspay, Nov. 27, 1877. 

Cary, William, Shepton Mallett, Cheese Merchant. Jan 1, Newbury 
Coles vy Cary, V.C. Hall, aie, Lage Mallet 

Davidson, James Bachelor, Cotton Hill, Stafford. Deo 15. Wrighty 

pone Cc, ——, — = Clarke, St se geg ahe alley, Cornhill 
avies, Ja sen, Shre me alop, Carpenter. anil. Davies 
Thompson, v C. Hall. » Wolverhampton 

May, Richard, Leicester Fores West, Grazier, Dec $l. Frearson ¢ 

Brigstock, V.O. Hall. Arnall, Leicester 

Nantes, Rev Daniel, Powderham, Devon. Decl2. Nantes y Wills, 
V.C. Malins. Calcott, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Naylor, William, Hi Yorkshire, Yeoman, Jan3l. Fishwick y 
Haigh, V.C. Maiins 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Viot. cap. 35, 
Last Day of Claim. 


Frrpay, Nov. 16, 1877. 
Aldersley, George, Lothersdale, York, Gent, Dec 3. Robingon, Skip. 


Andrew, Robert, Lancashire, Gent. Dec 24. Hall and Son, Man 
chester 


a Rev Charl:s, Marton-in-Cleveland, York. Jan 8. Garbutt 
Fawcett, Stockton-on-Tees 

Barber, Emma, Litchurch. Dec 24. Basford, Der 

Beseant, Robert, Lytchett Minster, Dorset, Gent. oc 15. Aldridge 


and Aldridge, Poole 

Bettney, Thomas, Nottingham, Maltster, Deo20. Burton and Co, 
Nottingham 

Brown, Thomas, Skipton, York, Gent. Jan 1, Brown, Skipton 

Burton, Samuel, Hose, Leicester, Farmer. Jan 31. Dowson and 
Wright, Nottingham 

me: Rev Edward, Cambridge. Dec 17, Carritt and Son, Fen- 
church st 

Chapa, Jacob, Great Wymondiey, Herts, Farmer, Dec 25. Gery, 

Jan 1. Garrard acd Oo, Suffolk st, Bal} 


Cornish, Mary, Taanton, Somerset. Jan 10, Taunton, Taunton 
Crawhail, Isaac, Nan Monkton, York, Esq. Decl. Powell, Harrogate 
Davis, John, Worcester, Froiterer. Dec 17. Tree, Worcester 
Draper, Mary, Addlestone, Surrey. Dec 15. Redhead, Chertsey 

se ae Joseph, Devonshire st, Portland place, Sculptor, A.B.A. Jan 

Philpott, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st 
Mh lh George Hill, Chelmsford, rena be Se Decl. Goll- 
ting, Southampton buildings, Chancery la 
Goodwin, Martha Phillips, Albert road, Dalston. Dee 17. Smith 


King William st 

Gray, Thomas, Lillieshall road, Clapham, Carpenter, Dec 15. Rids- 
dale and Co, Gray’s inn sq 

oe Dennis Da Moulin, Bideford, Devon, Esq. Jani. Forster, 


Haigh, Thomas, Liverpool, Brewer. Dec 31. Thompson, Liverpool 

Harrisou, Enoch, Stenley-cum-Wrenthorpe, York, Gent. Dec 9%. 
Marsden and Co, Westgate 

Hudson, Elizabeth, Doncaster. Dee 22. Baxters and Go, Doncaster 

Hughes, Chrisropticr, | Rerthanipten, Solicitor, Pebl. Hughes and 


S8nith, Northam 

Hughes, John 9 Great College st, Camden Town, Gent. Jan, 
Poole and Hughes, Cuavcery lane 

Hyne, Sawuel, Liverpool, Master Mariner. Dec 19, Harris, Live 

Jones, Mev | Maesycrugiau, Carmarthen, Esq. Dec 6. @ 


Carmar 
“= John, Norwood, Surrey, Esq. Dec3l. Druce and Co, Billiter 
Kittoe, Emily, Argylesq. Dec2i. Randall and Angier, Gray's lao 
place, Gray’s inn 


Lea, Charles, Overton, Flint, Farmer. Dec 8. Salter, Ellesmere 
Molloy, John, New Brighton, Cheshire, Paper Ruler. Decl. Jack 
ton, New Brighton 
genhall, Norfolk, Farmer, Jan ke Reed and Way- 
man, Downham Market 
ler a —g on-the-Wold, Gloucester. Dec 31, Francis, 


Stow 
-: Thomas Watulefeld, Wymondham, Parmer. Jani. Whites 
and Oo, Wymondham ¢ 
rge Edwin Nicholls, Gloucester, Grocer. Dee 4. 
16, Glouces'er 
Read, Aan, Exmouth, Devon. Dec 26, Tozer and Geare, 


Riley, Anthony, Skipton, York, Corn Miller. Jan |. Brown, Skipton 
Taylor, George, ‘South Hykeham, Lincoln, Farmer, Jan4. Ouitherow, 


‘Vaux, Richard, Sonderland, Gent, Jan 1. Ranson and Nelson, 
anderiaud 


Walkerdine, Jesse, Derby, Contractor, Jan 1, Sale and Mills, 
by) mre Ieee — Shepherd’s Bush, Dec 17. 


end Seonnenoes ne, 
Woe Dame Jomims Carton, Hertford st. Feb 18, Domville and 


oq, Lincoin’s in: 
witias, 6 George, A\rewas, "stafford, Yioman. Dee 20, 
Russell, Lichfield 


Barnes aad 


Decl0, Lloyd, News 


Toxepay, Nov. 20, 
Ablart, T1.omas, Cardid, Unenets Visual 
port, Mon 





1cEEE 


ereeeess 


ry 


oisigt- Fede cbt 





tond y 


















Basow, Agnes Manchester, a bee teen Bates, 
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and Son, E 


Body, Edward, zane, Victoria, Miller. Dec3l. Tamplin and 


Bart, oe Robert, East Grinstead, Solicitor. Dec 28. Mary Eliza 
Burt, East Grinstead 


Rev Arthur Raggett, Hurstbourne Priors, Hants. Feb 13. 
Kacey and Son, Andover 
kland, Hereford. Jan 7. Lambe, Hereford 
Jan 1. Bradford and 


‘ah, 
(oone'william, Swindon, Wilts, Auctioneer. 
Swindon 
rge, Wilstrop, Doge Farmer, Dec 13. Dent, York 


Hesby, Joseph, York, Gen‘. Dec 13, Dent, York 
, George ee Havelock terrace, Bayswater. Deo 20, 
Collins, Fornival’s inn 
Frey, 9 etn ny Zurich, Switzerlani. Dec 24. Orump and 
fon, PI 
Gibbins, k Roberts s Hoifol road, Bow. Dec 24. Elizabeth Massa Fisher, 
Albert road, Da 


Thomas, ae Berks, Esq. Jan 15. Makinson and Car- 


ter, Elm court, Temple 
w, Ann, Nottingham. Jan 12. Huntand Williams, Notting- 

ham 

Heys, John Edwin, Sal ford, L hire, Innkeeper. Dec 19, Darnton 
and Bottomley, ‘Ashton-under-Lyne 

Jacobs, Elizabeth, Bristol. Deo 15. Bowles, Bristol 

McDermott, Matthew, Upper East Smithfield, Wine Merchant. Jan 1. 
Champion and Co, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside 

Naylor, Jacob, Leeds, Gent. Jan 15. Middleton and Sons, Leeds 

Palmer, Edward emery Duke st, St James’, Picture Dealer. Dee 25. 
‘Mann, jun, Essex st, Sirand 

Petch, Thomas Robert, Edward st, Mile End, Merchant's Clerk, Dec 
$!. Young and Sons, Mark lane 

——% nipee ks Peckham Rye, Surrey, Gent. Dec24. Orump and 

hi ane 
nent, Jobn, Norwood, Surrey, Fsq. Dee 3l. Druce and Oo, Billiter 
Tursaud, Rebecca, Marylebone road, Dee 24. 

Philpot lane 

Ward, Edward Jonathan, Oxford road, Ealing, Gent. 

Mark lane 


son, 
yf William, Great Bolton, Lancashire, Gent. Dee |. 
no 
Williams, Thomas Lewis, Newington, Surrey, Wine Merchant. Dao 


34. Silvester and Co, Great Dover st, Southwark 
Woodcock, John, Deal, Kent, Gent. Dee 8. Knocker, Dover 





Cramp and §on, 
Dee 9. Wilkin- 
Fielding, 


Bankrupte. 
Frinay, Nov, 23, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptey Act, 1862. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Croskey, Joseph Rod St Mary’s terrace, Paddington, out of busi - 
ness.. Pet Nov 20. 


azlitt. Dee 10 at Li 
te James, Brompton sq. Pet Nov 21. Spring-Rice. Dec ¢ 


atl 
me Arie, Spring gardens, no occupation. Pet Novy 22, Murray. 
12 at 12 


To Surrender in the Country, 
Barlow, William Warrington, hanenshiee, Auctioneer. Pet Nov 21. 
Nicholson, Warrington, Dec 4 at 12 
Biggr, William Edward, Wrotham, Kent, Brewer’s Manager. Pet Nev 
at 3 


eo Tunbridge Wells, 
dgar, gy Norfolk, Builder. Pet Nov 20. Partridge. 
Martin, George, »Biwetaghem, Grocer. Pet Nov 2), 
ham, Dec 10 
Quimby, Hed och Fenton, Siived, Grocer. Pet Nov 19. Keary. 
Stoke-upon-Trent, Dec 7 at 
a oy Anthony, Kingst: aw Manufacturing Chemist. Pet 
Nov 15. Ro it. Kingston-upon-Hull, Dee 5 at 


Everson, 
King’s vee Dec 6at 11 
Parry. Birming- 


t. 


TorsDay, Nov, 97, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 

Barber, John Henry, Gresbam buildings. Senegal st, Wine Mer- 

chant. Pet Nov 5, Pepys. Deo 12 at 12. 
Om. abe, St Lawrence id, Norih + AePatall Pet Oct5. Heaaliit. 

Watl2 

Watson, Henry, and Cleghorn, Bartholomew close, Ostrich 
Feather Manufacturers. Pet Nov 22, Murray. Deco !0at 12 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Bell, George, Gateshead, Durham, Berrhouse Keeper. 
Mortimer, Newcastle, Dee 7 at ll 
Booth, Robert, edhe, late Innkeeper, Pet Nov 2), Tweedale, 


Oldham, Dec 17 at Ll 
Clements, William, Winstanley rd, Battersea, Grocer, Pet Nov 20. 
Pet Nov 24. Jefferson. 


Pet Nov 22. 


ng, =f Wandsworth, Dec la at lt 
» Benjamin, Soom, "York, Farmer. 
Northallerton, Dec 7 at 11 
Dariow, bg ne ShettielJ, Colliery Proprietor, Pot Nov 24, Wake. 
Sheffield, Deo 13 a 
Ellis, James, Newton St Petrook, Daven, Oarpeater, Pet Nov 23. 
Bencraft. Barnstaple, Dec 13 at 
Goldstein, Jacob, na 4brahum Go! dail, Kingeton-upen-Hull, Furni- 
ture Mannfactarers. Pet Nov 23, Rolltt. Kingaton-upoa-Hall, 


Deo 1! at a. 
Hodges, + Aldershot, Ca stain in Her Majtyte 76th 
Regiment. pu Nov li, White, Guildford, Deo 11 
awe, Henry George, Soathpert, Coal Merchant. Pot Noy 23, Bell+ 
a 


r, Liverpool, Deo 10 
Spratt, John, Herne ae » Kent, Builder, Pet Nov 23, Farley. 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST BpETine? OF a 
Farvayr, Nov. 23, 1877. ; 
Battensby, John, | Silver at, Golden Bateher. Dee 10 at 2 at offices 
of Campbell and Co, Warwick st, Hegent nt st 
t, Samuel, Kingston-upon-Haul!, Gorn Merchant. Dec 3 at 3 
-at ee George Hotel, Whitefriargate, Kingston-upon-Hull, Laverack, 


BS 4 
Bennett, Robert, Epsom, Draper. Dec 10 at 12 at offices of Lovering 
and Co, Gresham st. Rooks and Co, King st, Cheapside 
7, 5 Bristol,;Tailor. Dec 7 at 2 at offices of Ward, Albion 


pilaf, Arthur, Leeds, Solicitor. Dec 5 at 3 at offices of Wells, East 


Beat Witiiam Francis, Silverstone, Northampton, Tailor. Dec 10 at 
12 at offices of Sheppard, Towcester 

Taye Wien Googe, Tar7 Lynton —_ Finchley, Carman. Dec 6 at 4 
Brain, Benjamin, "Wicheloee Gloucester, Miner. Dec7 at l0at 1, 
College mn, Gloucester. Franklin 

Brinkley, Henry, Great Grimsby, Fishing Vessel Owner. Dee 4 at 11 
at offices of Stephenson and Mountain, Bethlehem st, Great 


Grimsby 
Brookson, William, King st, Shoreditch, Upholsterer. Dec 10 at 12 at 
offices of Montagu, Bucklersbury 
Burrowes, John William, Kingston-upon-Thames, Vaccination Officer. 
Dec 13 at 3 at offices of Buckland, Brook st, Kingston-upon-Thames 
Butler, Henry William, Gloucester, *of no busmess. Dec 8 at 3 at offices 
of Cooke, Pitt st, Gloucester 
Butler, Thomas Edward, Gloueester, Fisk Curer. Dec 6 at 1 at offices 
of Chinery and Aldridge, Fenchurch st 
Chandler, anda’ Eatclanpten, Sussex, Painter. Dec 10 at 11 at 
officesjof Hands, Queen Victoria st. Verrall, Littlehampton 
Clark, Jo seph, Tamworth, Warwick, Shoe Manufacturer. Dec 10 at 3 
at offices of Nevill and Atkins, Colehill, Tamwerth 
Cooper, Thomas Joseph, Hnddersfield, Yarn Spinner, Dec7 at 2 at 
offices of Drake, John William st, Huddersfield 
Corbett, Reginald William Uvedale, Wells st, St pag bh no occupation. 
Dec 20 at 3 at offices of Lewis and Lewis, Ely place, 
Oriscuole, Francisco, and Charles Hardy, Liverpool, Provision Mer- 
chants. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of Jones and Pride, North Joha st, 


Liverpool 
Dalton, William, Darlington, Twine Manufacturer. Dec 4 at 11 at the 
Committee Rooms, Central building, Darlington. Wooler, Dariing- 


ton 
Davies, Edward, Lyonshall, Hereford, Mi'ler. Dec 10 at 11 at offices 
of Bodenham and Temple, Kington 
Daw, William, Sandford, Devon, Cattle Dealer. Dec 8 at 11 at offices 
of Searle, Crediton 
Dawson, George, Baildon, a out of business. Dec 5 at 4a offices 
of Atkinson, Tyrrell st, Bradford 
Dickins, Job, Brynmawr, Brecon, Eating house -Keeper, Dec 7 at 3 at 
offices vot Davies, Blaina 
Dickinson, Francis, Loftus, Ree Draper. Dec 4 at 12 fel 56, Westgate 
rd, Newcastle-upon-T: e. Garden, Stockton-on-T 
Dimmack, Matthias, Bilston, Horse Dealer. Dec 8 at at ll at offices of 
Bowen, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 
Drake, Robert Lewis, Levenshulme, Lancashire, Painter. Dee 4 at 3- 
at offices of Gardner, Brown st, Manchester 
Driscoll, Henry, Baron st, Pentonville, Wood Turner. Dec 8 at. 3.30 
at offices of Noon and Clarke, Blomfield st 
Dyson, James Henry, Dewsbury, Painter. Dec 5 at 10.80 at offices of 
Scholes and nay oe is rd, Dewsbury 
Edey, John, U, Somborne, Hants, Farmer. Dec 7 at 2 at offices of 
Adams and Co, Jewry st, Winchesier 
Fancott, Edmund, Wolverhampton, Grocer. Dec 6 at ll at offices of 
Stratton and Rud!and, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Ford, George, Weston-super-Mare, Grocer. Dec 12 at 12 at the Talbot 
' Hotel} Victoria st, Bristol. Chapman, Weston ‘Mare 
Forrester, William Samuel, Manchester » Lit Li Printer. Dec 
11 at 3 at offices of Beote and Edgar, Booth st, 
Furness, Henry, Manchester, Merchant. Dec 6at 3 st the Mitre 
Hote}, Cathedral yard, Manchester. McEwen, Manchester 
==> Edwin, Yeovil, Tailor. Dec 3 at 1 at 16, “John st, Bristol, Watts, 
eovil 
Goldberg, Hyman, Wentworth st, Spitalfields, General Dealer. Dec ¢ 
at 3 at offices of Pittman, Stamford st, ra 
Grey, William John, Sandhil!, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Shipbroker, Dec 
7 at 2 at offices of Joel Nowgate st, Newcastle-upen-Tyne 
Griffiths, Richard, Lianidloes, Mo: tgomery, Butcher. Dec 4 atl at 
the Queen’s Head Hotel, Liavidloes. Harrison 
Griffiths, Thomas, Iifracombe, lankeeper. Deo 10 at 12 at the Angel. 
Inn, Barnstaple, Fox 
Hall, Wittiam Capps, Sandside, Scarborough, Fish Merchant. Deo 9 
at 3 at offices of Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 
Hampton, John, Birmingham, Builder. Dec 5 at 10,30 at offices of 
Jackson, Lombard st, West Bromwich 
Hancock, John, East Stonehouse, Devon, Grocer. Deo Gat 3 ab offices 
of Brian, Cornwa!l st, Plpmooth 
Hart, Clemen: Priestley, Great Yarmouth, Merchant. Dee 5at13 at 
ottices of Uoaks, Bank plain, Norwich 
Hayes, Jonathan, Armley, York, Grocer, Deo 5 at 3 at offices of Hard- 
wick, Infirmary st, Leeds 
Holmes, Edward, Birstal, York, Gardmaker, Dec 5 at2.at offices of 
Waits and Son, OQ. mmercial st, ya 
Hosking, John Bilkey, Penzance, Wheelwright, Deo 6 at 13 af offices 
of Rodd and Cornish, Penzance 
Mowarth, James Edward, Manchester, Drysalter, Deo 1) ra 3 at offices 
of Trever, Clarence buildings, Manchester. Rowley and Oo, Maa- 
chester 
Huatab'e, Thomas, Cardiff, Grocer, Deo 4 at 2 at offices. of Munnand 
Kennard, Swiss Hall chambers, Crockherdtown, Cardiff. Merrils, 


Cardiff 
Ykin, James, Newbdiggen-by-the-Sea, Northamber Milliner, Dee 
Sat tL! at offices of { Bush, $ St Nicholas bulldiags, Newoastle-apen- 


Tyne 
Jaques, William, Bolton, Grocer, Dee 1 at 3 at offices of Ratter, 





nt Dec 8 
Wells, Fran Anfield, 5 Builder, Pet Nov 23, Bellringer. 
Liverpool, Dec 10 at 11.30 


awdaley st, Bolton 
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Jones, James, Monmouth, Grocer. Dec 6 at 2 at offices of Williams, 


Monmouth 

Kay, John, Birkenhead, Book Keeper. Dec 5 at 12 at offices of Oar- 
ruthers, Clayton sq, Liverpool 

Kaye, John, and Amos Kaye, Hepworth, York, Colliery Proprietors. 
= 5 at 3 at offices of Iveson end Meller, Queen st, Hudders- 


Kreuss, Charles Henry, and Bernhard Fieth, Bishopsgate avenue, 
Camomile st, Importers of Foreign Leather, Dec 4 at 2 at offices of 
Pannel! and Co, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. Godfrey, Gres- 
ham buildings 

Lee, Joseph, and William Lee, Strensham, Worcester, Millers. Dec 4 
at 11 at offices of Moores and- Romney, Tewkesbury 

Longstaff, Thomas, Stockton-on-Tees, Boot Maker. Dec 6 at 10 at 
offices of Best, Market Cross chambers, Stockton-on-Tees 

Makins, Frederick, Necton, Norfolk, Corn Merchant. Dec 8 at 12 at 
offices of Stanley, Bank Plain, Norwich 

Mallisov, William, Stockton-on-Tees, Grocer. Dec 7 at 11 atoffices of 
Hudson and Pybus, Mechanics’ Institute, Dovecot st, Stockton-on- 
Tees. Tayler, Stockton-on-Tees 

Maskew, Rev Henry Edward, Tunstal. Deo 18 at 12 at offices of Sharp 
and Son, Cable st, Lancaster 

Mason, Henry, Birmingham, out of business. Dec 7 at 11 at offices of 
Davies, Beunett’s hill, Birmingham 

McConnell, John Douglas, Wednesbury, Grocer. Dec 6 at 11 at offices 
of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Meech, Marthe, and Cornelius Meech, Bridport, Dorset, Provision 
Merchants. Dec 12 at | at offices of Williams and Co, Exchange, 
Bristol. Howard, Weymouth 

Meihuish, John, sen, Clee, Lincoln. 


Dec 4 at 12 at offices of Stephen- 
son and Mountain, Bethlehem st, Great Grimsby 
Mitchell, John Tippett, Plymouth, Stationer. Deo 6 at 2 at the Grand 
Hotel, Bristol. Dawe, Plymouth 
Moralee, John, Olverston, Lancashire, Groeer. Dec 5 at 10 at the 
Temperance Hall, Ulverston. Jackson 
Myers, Henry, Padibam, Lancashire, Rope Manufacturer. Dec 3 at 3 
at offices of Artindale and Artindale, Hargreaves st, Burnley 
Newton, John Thomas, Crook, Durham, Cabinet Maker. Dec 7 at 2 a‘ 
offices of Thornton, North Bondgate, Bishop Auckland 
Oliver, Uriah, Wingate Grange Colliery, Durham, Grocer. Dec 7 at 
2 at offices of Todd, Surtees et, West Hartlepool 
Otnick, William, Leeds, Boot Maker. Dec 6 at 3 at offices of Pullan, 
Bank chambers, Leeds 
Pallicter, John, Durham, Auctionser. Dec 7 at 3.30 at the Neville 
Hote’, Neville st, Newcastle-npon-Tyne. Proctor, Durham 
Parkinson, James, Bolton, Cabinet Maker. Dec 7 at 8 at offices of 
Ryley and Hasiam, Mawdsicy st, Bolton 
Paulger, Issac, Bardney, Lincoln, Farmer. Nov 11 at 12 at offices of 
Tweed and Stephen, Lincoln 
Pickering, William, Durham, Fruiterer. Dec 11 at 3 at offices of 
Proctor, Silver st, Durham 
Pike, Thomas, Stapieton, Titer. Dec 5 at 2 at offices of Bowman, Gres- 
hem chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol. Roper, Bristol 
Price, Lewis, Tredegar, Mor, Grocer. De: 6 at 12 at offices of Collins, 
Broad st, Bristol. Shepard, Tredegar 
Procter, Jobn, Bradford, Stoff Merchant. Dec 8 at 10.30 at offices of 
Ha‘chinson, Piccadilly chambers, Bradford 
Roach, John, Long lane, Smithfield, fruiterer. Dec 4 at 3 at offices of 
Buchanan and Rogers, Basinghall st 
Robinson, James, Archibald Rvbinson, and James Hollowell, Brafield- 
on-the-Green, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturers. Dec 6 at 12 at 
offices of Andrew, Market sq, Northampton 
Robinson, Robert, Dodworth, York, Builder. Dec 7 at 11 at offices of 
Senior, Regent s’, Barus'ey 
Robinson, William, Leeds, Bricklayer. Dee 6 at 2.20 at offices of Hopps 
and Bedford, Bank st, Leeds 
Rowe, Wi'liam Th Swansea, Licensed Victualler. Dec 10 at 2 at 
offees of Field, Adelaide st, Swansea 
Rutherford, Mary, and Susannah Thew, Hebron, Northumberland. Dec 
4 at 11 at offices of Webb, Bridge st, Morpeth 
Beattergood, Jozeph Thomas, New Brampton, Derby, Aerated Water 
Manufactarer. Dec 6 at 2 at offices of Cutts and Co, Market Hall 
chambers, Chesterfield 
Seton, David Elphinstone, Thurloe place, Doctor of Medicine. Dec 12 
Se Sa eT, 
Shelton, William§George, Chriep et, Poplar, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 5 
et 2 at offices of Chapman and Oo, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 
Simms, Alfred, Birmiogkam, Bur-her. Dec 11 at 3 at offices of Row- 
lands end Begnal!, Colmore row, Birmingham 
Thong, Rite Ernest, Sunderland, Grocer. Dec 5 at 11 at offices 
ce : ’ <= Sunderland 
Peter Phillips, and Thomas Cooper Tyson, Bradford, York, 
Coach Builders. Dec 5 at 11 at offices of Lees and Co, York’ 
a = Jobn, Birmingham, Boot Maker. Dee 7 at 3 at offices of Row- 
ai), Colmore row, Birmingham 
ham, out of business. Dec 1 at 10.15 at offices 
of East, E’ don chambe's, Cherry st, Birmingham 


Verrinder, Join, Brittania terrace, ed Westbourne Park, Iron- 
monger. Dec i0 at 4 at offices of Berkeley, Marylebone rd 
Wagetell, Robert, Hyde, Chester, Boiler Maker, 7 at3 at offices 
of Brooks end Co, Reynard st, Hyde 
kjobber, Dec 4 at 12 at 
y jane 


Walden, J Benjamin, Finch lane, 
PE ag + ig odin Co, Chancer 
a jem, Aylesbury, Buckingnam, Furniture Dealer. Deo 14 at 
2 t offices A Kesher, Gray’s fee 


at 
Whithels, Edwin Francis, Truro, Cooper. i 5 
Truro, Dove'l, jun, Traro ? ar te See 
wil Jasoes, Barton villas, Croydon, School Proprietor. Dee 4 at 12 
at ‘4 Hote), Ironmonger lane, Pullen, lane 
‘Toxepax, Mov, 27, 1877, 
Anterwon, Joon, Tansiall, Cel'arman, Dee 4 at 11 at offices of Lillis, 


*, 
Ansiow, Griffith Jones, Wolverham G 5 ¢ 
aad Mother BS mt oom » Grocer, Dec 10 at 11 at offices 
, Frederick, Virmingham, Grocer, Dec 10 at 3 at the Great 


Hote, Mounvuth vt, Birmingham, Buller and Bickley, 








TS 
Bailey, John Wiiliam, Butterworth, Lancashire, Publican. Dee 7 af 3 
at offices of Whitaker, St Peter st, Oldham : 
— James, Southsea, Grocer. Dec 8 at 3 at offices of King, North 
s', Portsea 

Barrowclough, Joe, Halme, Grocer. 
Oannon st, Manchester 

Bell, Joseph, John Bell, and William Bell, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Builders. Dec 11 at 12 at offices of Mather and Co, Bank chambers, 
Mosley st, Newcastle-upon-Tyre 

Bland, Charles, Ingleby. Lincoln, Farmer. Dec 18 at 11 at offices of 
Tweed and Stepher, Saltergate, Lincoln 

Bond, George, Wiseman, Foulsham, Norfolk, Farmer. Dec 12 at 3 at 

offices of Sadd and Linay, Theatre st, Norwich 

Brown, Thomas Hampson, Oswaldtwistle, Lancashire, Cotton Mann. 
facturer. Dec 11 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester, 
Holland, Blackburn 

Bryan, James, Burnley, Emery Roller Coverer. . Dec 14.at 3 at the 

horn Hotel, Burnley. Hartley, Burnley 

Burgess, Roger, Manea, Cambridge, Farmer. Dec 10 at 11.30 at the 
Griffin Hotei, March. Welchman and Carrick, Wisbech 

Cade, William Wright, Stamford, Lincoln, Tailor. Dec 11 at liag 
offices of Law, St Mary’s place, Stamford 

Clark, John, High st, St John’s Wood, China Dealer. 
242, Oxford st. Collis, Duke st, Manchester sq 

Clayton, Phineas, Audenshaw, nr Manchester, qut of business, Deg 
18 at 12 at offices of Dibb and Raley, Regent st, Barnsley 

Clayten, William, Saltbucn-by-the-Sea, York ,Grocer. Deo 10at3 
at offices of Belk and Parrington, Post Office chambers, Middle 
borough 

Clough, Joseph, Armley, York, Grocer, Dec7 at 3 at offices of Pullan, 
Bank chambers, Park row, Le 

Coles, John, Liskeard, Cornwall, Boot Maker. Dec 4 at 12 at offices of 
Collins, jun, Broad st, Bristol, in lieu of the place oven: named 

Coles, Wilson James, Littleport Fen, Cambridge. Farmer. Dec 10 at 
12 at the Angel Hotel, Peterborough. Gaches, Paterborough 

Cook, Abraham, and Eliza Arn Keller, Stourbridge, Provision 
Dealers. Dec7 at 11 at offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 

Cooper, Joseph, Lee Brow, Charlesworth, Derby, Butcher, Dee 6 at 
8 at offices of brooks and Co, Stamford st, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Cooper, Jozeph, Farnworth, Lancashire, Draper. Dec 7 at 11 at offices 
of Dutton, Hotel st, Bolton S : 

Curths, Otto, and John Ross, Peak hill, Sydenham, Builders. Dee 19 
at 12 at offices of Terrell and Honey, Aldermanbury 

Curtis, Henry, George, Chatham, Bootinaker, Dec 7 at 2 at offices of 
Willoughby and Winch, Lancashire place, Strand. Basse tt, Hast 


Dec 10 at 3 at offices of Sykes, 


Dac 8 at 12 at 





gate 
David, Eusebius, Croydon, Professor of Languagez. Dec 15 at 4 at 
the Volunteer Inn, Pitlake : 
Davison, Henry, Market place, Great Portland st, Music Publisher, 
Dec 16 at 3 at offices of Smith, Great James st, Bedford row 
Denbigh, Henry Gilbertson, Aldermanbury, Woollen Merchant. Dee 
6 at 3 at offices of Browne, Cheapside. Smith and Oo, Alderman- 


bur. ; 

Dickixeon, John, Blackbnrn, Confectioner. Dec 11 at 11 at ofices of 
Livesey and Talbot, New Market st, Blackburn, Walton, Blackbum 

Drayson, Richard, Euston rd, House Furnisher, Dec 17 at 12 at Lu, 
Cheapside. Wild and Co, Ironmonger lane 

Durbin, John, Aberdare, Greengrocer. Dec 15 at 12 at offices of 

ton, Canon st, Aberdare 

Ellis, Alfred John, Leicester, Confectioner. Dec 71 at 11.80 at offices 
of Shires, Market st, Leicester i 

Everitt, Robert, Crampton st, Newington butts, Oilman. Dec 6at3 
at offices of Cettlin, Gresham buildings, Basinghall st 

Fawell, Edmund, Bradford, Bootmaker. Dec 12 at 3 at 4, New st, 
Leicester. Cater 

Fenard, Thomas, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Commission Agent. Dee {1 
at 11 at offices of Howell, Stepney st, Llanelly ; 

Forsyth, Andrew, Ashton-under-Lyne, Wine Merchant, Dec 17 a3 
at offices of Hardings and Co, Princess st, Manchester 

Green, Alfred, Stourbridge, Worcester, General Smith. Dec 7 at 10 at 
offices of Collis, Market st, Stourbridge 

Greig, Leonard, Wistow, Leicester, Farm Bailiff. Dec 13 at 3,30 at 
the George Hotel, Bedford. Wright, Leicester 

Gurney, William Henry, Clarendon rd, Notting bill, Boot Maker. Dee 
7 at 1 at offices of Dud'ey, Queen st 

Hammond, Abraham, Lee, Kent, Builder, Dec 16 at 2 at offices of 
Helse and Co, Cheapside 

Hanesworth, Thomas Henry, and William Har.t, Tonge bridge, Lan- 
casbire, Drysalters, Dec 7 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral gates, 
Manchester. Ramwell and Pennington, Bolton 

Hart, Thomas, Cambridge, Hairdresser, Dec 18 at 12 at offices of 
Fosters and Lawrence, Green st, Cambridge 

Haynes, William C arke, Castle bill, Maidenhead, no occupation. Dec 
11] at 3 at offices of Bradley, Mark lane 

Heiser, Abraham, Bell lane, Spitalfields, Dealer in China, Deo 12 at3 
at offices of Noon and Clarke, Blomfield st 

Hicks, Joseph, Seven Sisters’ rd, Holioway, Bootmaker, Nov 12 at 
12 at offices of Child, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Higgs, William Willis, Shirley, Hants, Watchmaker. Dec 10 at 2 at 
offices of Ki 


iby, Portland st, Southampton 
Hirst, George, Huddersfield, Boot Maker. Dec 6 at 3 at offices of Lei- 
Dec 12 at 3.30 st 


roy4 and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

—, George Harry, Kidderminster, Builder, 
offices of Miller and Co, Baxter chambers, Chureh st, Kidderminster 

Holme, George Socket, Liverpool, Batcher. Dec 7 ab 8 at offices of 

¢, Castle st, Liverpool 

Holmes, Ldward, Hunslet, nr Leeds, Provision Dealer. Dec 19 at 2 at 
offices of Harle, Bank % Leeds 

Holmes, William, Silver st, Golden eq, Cora Chandler, Dec 18 at 2 at 

ot Rye and Byre, Golden aq, 8t James's 

Horn, Sarah, Hanbury st, Spitalfields, Cabinet Manufacturer. Dec 19 
at 4 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, Quilter, Fore st 

Songbicn, John, West Leigh, Lancashire, Grocer, Dec 10 at 3.at offices 


ee, Church at, Leigh 

Howard, William, Canterbury, Grocer. Deo 12 at 3 at the Guildhall 
Tavern, Grerham #t, Minter, Folkestone 

Howiett, Charles, Black Horse yard, Great Portland st, Coa ch Painter. 
Dec 6 at 4 at offices of Wright, Great Portland st 
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‘Burn, Robert, Deptford, Grocer. Dec 10 at 3 at offices of Christmas, 
‘brook 





opeliffe, York, Tailor. Dec1l at 11 at offices 

of West, Market place, Thirsk 

Jones, Thomas, Smallbeath, Birmingham, Hosier. Dec 11 at 3 at 
offices of Boraston, Ann st, Birmiagham 

Knott, Frederick George, Alton, Hants, Builder. Dec 3 at the Swan 
Hotel, Alton, in lieu of the place originally named 

, John, Holloway rd, Shoemaker. Dec 5 at 11 at offices of 

Noton, Great Swan alley, Moorgate st : 

Lear, Samuel, Longton, Beerhouse Keeper. Doc 6at 11 at the White 

Swan Hi Longton 

Lee, Edwin, Worcester, Timber Merchant. Dec 3 at 12 at the Star 
Hotel, Worcester, in lieu of the place, praviously named 

Lee, Matthew, Plumstead, Smith. Dec ll at 3 at ofices of Cooper, 
Chancery lane 

Leonard, Charles, Worcester. out of buriness. Dec 17 at 3 at offices 
of Pitt, The Avenue Cross, Worcester 

Levi, Lewis Lyon, Birmingham, Jeweller. Dec 10 at 11 at offices of 
Davies, Bennott’s hill, Birmingham 

Levy, Samuel, New court, Spitalfielde, Dealer in Coke. Dec 4 at 12 at 
offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile Ead 

Marriott, John, Forest hill, Kent, Banker’s Clerk. Des 12 at 12 at 
offices of Moss, Gracechurch st 

McDou), John, May Day green, York, Bootmaker. Dec 10 at 8 at offices 
of Newman and Sons, Churcn st, Barnsley 

McSherry, Francis, Horselydown, Carman. De: 10 at 2 at offices of 
Selby, Cecil st, Strand 

Meek, Heary, Morse, Gloucester, Beerhouse Keeper. Dec 7 at 2 at 
offices of Minett and Co, St Mary st, Ross 

Middleton, Charles, Wigan, Lancashire, Tinner. Dec 10 at 3 at offices 
of Wood, King st, Wigan 

Mitchell, Thomas, Liverpool, Master Mariner. Dec 13 at 2 at offices 
of Fowler, Cable st, Liverpool 

Moat, John, Leeds, Painter. Dec 15 at 1! at offices of Harle, Bank st, 


Morgan, George, Pontypridd, Builder. Dec 11 at 2 at offices of Davies, 
Post Office chambers, Pontypridd. Morgan, Pontypridd 

Morris, Charles, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Builder. Dec 12 at 2 at offices 
of Brooks and Co, Stamford st, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Norris, George William, Bristol, out of business. Dec 8 at 11 at offices 
of Meers, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Ne Thomas, Elsham rd, Kensington, Private Hotel Keeper. Dec 
12 at 2 at offices of Rae, Mincing lane 

Owen, George Francis, Hulme, Manchester, Hay Dealer. Dec 7 at 3 
at offices of Eltoft, King st, Manchester 

Paxton, Henry, Hanley, Joiner. Dec6 at 11 at the Copeland Arms 
Ion, Stoke-upon-Trent. Ashmall, Hanley 

Pilling, David Coulthard, Malvern, Tanner. Dec 12 at 2 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Birmingham. Saunders, sen, and Burcher, Kidderminster 

Pratt, William, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer. Dec 6 at 3 at offices of 
Daly, Guildhall chambers, Upper Market, Norwich 

Preston, Alfred, Northampton, Leather Seller. Dec 11 at 3 at offices of 
Ashdowns, The Drapery, Northampton 

Radmore, George Kingdon, Thorverton, Devon, Yeonan. Dec 10 at 
11 at offices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Huggins, Exeter 

Ramsay, Thomas, Sherburn Tower, Durham, Farmer. Dec17 at! at 
the Incorporated Law Society, Royal arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Arms'rong, Newcastle-upor-Tyne 

Read, Ellen, Moss Side, Manch:ster, Provision Dealer. Dec 8 at 4 at 
the Reyal Oak Inn. Tamworth st, Manchester 

Robathan, John Benjamin, Lalas ig Jeweller, Dec 7 at 12 at 
offices of Pointon, Temple row west, Birmingham 

Robinson, Harriet, Kirklington, Nottingham, Farmer. Dec 13 at 12 at 
offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Ross, Joseph Robert, Gravesend. Dec 12 at 12 at 111, Cheapside. 
Peake, Kastcheap 

Rothery, William John, and Frederick Royle Phil'ips, Chapel st, 
Shoreditch, Cabinet Manufacturers. Dac 5 at 1 at offices of Parke, 






Colekrooke row, Isling on 

Russon, Fredrick, Birmingham, Grocer. Dec 5 at3 at offices of Fallows, 
Oherry st, Birmingham 

Samuel, Moss, Coleman st, Dealer in Pictures. Dac 19 at 2 at offices 
o' Coburn, Leadenhall et 

Sayer, Thomas James, Sydenham hill, Surrey, Riding Master. Dec 14 
at 2 at offices of Slater and Aspinal!, Guildhall chambers, Basing- 
ha'l st. Downing, Basinghall st 

Sedgley, Joseph, Worces'er, Iron Merchant. Dec 11 at 12 at offices of 
Wilcock, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Sharp, William, and Rotert James Sharp, Sunderland, Builders. Dec 
10 at 11 at offices of Snowball, Frederick Lodge, Sunderland 

Spreckley, William, Darjington, Plumber. Dec 10 at 3 at offices of 
Weostcr, Darlington 

Stone, William Thomas, Stroud, Butcher. Dec 4 at 4 at offices of Jack- 
son, London rd, Stroud 

Thomas, Thomas Walter, Ystradyfodwg, Glamorgan, Grocer. Dec 8 
: he offices of Collins, jun, Broad st, Bristol, James, Merthyr 

5 

Tomkins, William, Naunton, Worcester, Shopkeeper. Deo ll at 12 at 
eftices of Powell, Upton-upon-Severn 

Tor gue, Alfred Joho, Upton Warren, Worcester, Farmer. Dec 13 at 1 
at the Golden Cross Hotel, Bromsgrove. Bentley, Worcester 

Trick, Wilkins, Knightsford bridge, Worcester, Merchant. Dec 13 at 
‘1 at the Bell Hotel, Broad st, Worcester. Pitt, Worcester 

Vinson, John, Great Grimsby, Tailor, Doo 10 at 12 at offices ot Grange 
and Wintringham, 8t Mary's chambers, Great Grimaby 

Watis, James, Trowbridge, Grocer, Deo 1! at 12 at offices of Rodway, 
Fore st, Trowbridge 

Welling, Albert, Hurstpierpoint, Sussex, Innkeeper, Deo 17 at 8 at 
offices of Mills, New rd, Brighton 
pluworth, Thomas, Avhton-under-Lyne, Grocer, Deo 10 at Sat the 
Pitt and Nelson Hotel, Old st, Ashton-under-Lyne, Clayton, Ashton- 


under-Lyne 
Willcox, Joseph, Rush hill terrace, Wandsworth rd, Dairyman. Deo 7 
at 11 at cfiices of Oughton and Son, Sloane st, Knightabridge, 


Pooley, Sloane at, Knightsbrid 
Wilson, Frederick, Kast Vato, Notti m, Joiner, Deo 6 at 12 at 
the Three ant 5 venson, Nottingham 


Horseshoes Inn, ry 





Wilson, John, and William Losh, Manchester, Builiers. Dac ls at 3 
of hester 


at offices of Addleshaw and Warburton, King st, Mane! 


Woodman, Elizabeth, Morpeth. D2c 6 at 12 at offices of Pardy, Bridge 


st, Mor 
» Thomas Tertius, Birmingham, India Rubber Dealer. Dec 
7 at 8 at offices of Walford, Waterloo st, Birmingham 


SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 
Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
Comment Ries setae Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 


The Faculty pronounce it “‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfa-t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable fur 
Invalids aad Children.” 

‘ Highly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &c., and In REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Oup, costing less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, 
ro Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is prc- 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprie‘ors, 


H. SCHWEITZE? & CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 


MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 
57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless systeza of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 


ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 


EDE AND SON 


SSR MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY S CLERGY GOWNS, BC 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


STUART-BAREKER & SON, 
SURVEYORS AND AUCTIONEERS, 
36, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C. 


ADVERTISING.—C. H. MAY & CO., 
GENERAL ADVERTISING OFFICES, 
78, Gracechurch-street, London, E.C. Established 13846, 
ADVERTISEMENTS received for insertion in all newspapers, &:. 


AW.—Wanted by Advertizer (admitted last 
August)a Conveyancing or General Clerkship, in Town or Country. 
Salary moderate.—T. Z., Solicitors’ Journal Office, 52, Carey-street. 


AW.—Wanted by a Gentleman (admitted 1874) a 
situation as Managing and General Clerk. Ten years’ 
general London experience. Capable of conducting busiaess witho it 
Soevee sae to A. B., care of Housekeeper, 150, Leadenhall- 

Street, . 


AW.—Wanted a Bill Clerk by a Firm of Solicitors 

in the City of London. He must be thoroughly efficient, com- 

petent to take charge of the books of the firm, and make oat Bills of 

Costs, and willing to make himself useful. Apply, by letrer, statiag 

salary required, and giving full acoount of last and previous employ- 

= and qualifications, to W. P. B. & Co., Mr, Beckford, 122, Caancery- 
ne, W.C. 


AW.—Wanted, by a Solicitor (admitted in 1849) 

and who has had considerable experience in Conveyancing, a 

tuation aa Managing Oonveyanciog Clerk, withoet supervision, 
references.—Apply to Lex, 52, Carey-street, W.C. 


AW EXAMINATIONS.—Mr. Anasar Sr. Pavn 
lntroctio A gy ote M8 
Resident puplis received.—Addresa, 11, Stapledan, Londen, W.C, 
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AWYERS’ PRAYER UNION.—It is popeeet 
J to hold another Social and beige or Meeting in London ae 
Barristers and Solicitors, and their Clerks i, on Cr ge eo 
EVENING, DECEMBER 13tk, 1877; Mr. WADDY, Q.C., in 
Chair. Any gentlemen in th: nes le. Profession, or their Cler<s, = 
desire to attend, or wil! essist in inviting others, are requested to 
apply to Mr. H C. Nespet, 35, Lincoln’ cata. 





Just published, ons vol., royal 8vo, prices 36s., Eleventh Edition, 


OODFALL’S LAW of LANDLORD and 
TENANT; with a fall Collection of Precedents and Forms of 

Procedare. The Eleventh Edition, containing an Abstract of ox 
Propositions, and Tables of c2rtain Costoms of ths Country. By J 
LELY, 4 ., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-it-Law, Editor of 
“ Hodges on Railways,” and Joint-Editor of the “Licensing Acts” 
and the “‘ Judicature Acts.” 

Londou : H. Sweet, 5, Chancery-lane, Law Publisher, 


published, post 8vo, price 14s. 
TKINSON’S "TREATISE on the OFFICES of 
HIGH SHERIFF, UNDER-SHERIFF, BAILIFF, &c., includ- 
ing their Duties at Elections of Members of Parliament ard Coroners ; 3 
and at Assizes, Sessions,and Parliamentiry Election Courts. By G. 
ATKINSON, B.A. Oxon., 8.L.; Acting Juige of the High Court of 
Judicatore at Bombzy. The Sixth Edition. By RUDOLPH E. 
MELSHEIMER, B.A. Camb., of the Inner Temple, Barri ster-at-Law. 
London: H, Sweer, | 3, Chancery-lane, Law Publisher. 





CITY OF beg antl 
Freehold Pablic Hon 
ME. RIVERS will submit to PUBLIC COMPETI. 
TION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.0., on higher aires 

DECEMBER 19, 1877, at TWO o'clock promot (unless sold ois 
in the interim), the valuable FREEHOLD of that oe tant WINE 
SPIRIT ESTABLISHMENT, known as the QUEEN’S HEAD, brs 
situate in Water-lane, Blackfriars, in the City of London. Now let on 
lease at £100 per annum, tenant pa paying all taxes and outgoings, 

May be viewed by permission of the tenant, and particu'ars, with 
conditions of sale, obtained on the premises; at ly Mart ; of 

Messrs. LOXLEY & MORLEY, Solicitors, 80 5 Cheapside, E.C.; 

and of the Auctioneer, 27a, Finsbury-square, E£.0. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMER'S 

LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, inclnding 

Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and Shooting 

Quarters, Farms, Ground Rents, Rent Charges, House Property and 

Investments generally, is published on the first day of each month, 

and may be obtained, free of charge, at their o! 80, Cheapside, E.C., 

0° will be sent by postin return for two stamps.—Particulars for inser- 

tion should be received not later than four days previous to the end 
of the preceding month. 


ALEER'S CRYSTAL CASE WATCHES are 
rseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; re 
1867. Gol from £15 15s.; Silver from £6 6s,—68, Cornhill ; 
Regent-stree 76, Strand 











Now ready, 


HE LEGAL and GENERAL DIARY, and 
COUNTY COURTS GUIDE for 1878; containing all the usual 
Information. 


PRICES: 
Bu'ed with faint lines, with or withmt cash colamns, demy 8vo, 
Superior thick paper. 
No. 


1. Pageaday ... 
2. Ditto (Diary and Calendar only) 
3. Halfapazeadsy ... 
4. Ditto and Calen¢ar only)... 
5. Week at an opening. ove 
6. Ditto (Diary and Ca endat ‘only)... ooo 
Printed and published by Evisos & Barnes, Law Stationers, Printers, 
ard Publishers of Law Forms, at 22, Chinc:-ry-lan2, W.C. 





Now ready, Second Ejlition, revised ani enlarged, price 15s., 


FOOD AND DIETETICS 


Physiologically and therapesticaliy considered. By F. W. PAV Y, 
M_D.,. F.B.S.,, Physician to, and Lecturer on Paysiology at, Guy’s 
Hospital 

“ & standard work of r2ferenc>.”, —“* Lancet.” ——“* A boo of first- 
rate merit.”’—“ Practitioner.” ——* Very full and exaaustive tro ugh- 
out ’—* Spectator.” ——* A wo-k with wic every edacatel man 
ought to make himself familiar.” —“‘ Chem’c ul News.’’ 


J. & A. Cuvacattt, and Simracw, Manvmatt, & Co. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
& Landed or Fanded Property or other Securities and ANNUITIES 
purchased, or Loans thereon granted, by the 
EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY 
1®, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1635. Paid-up Capital, £460,000, 
If required Interest on Loans may be capitalized. 
F. 8. CLAYTON | Joiat 
C. H. CLAYTON. § Secretaries 


‘NHE AGRA BANK {Et utts D). 
Established in 1633.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Beaxcuns in Edinborgh, Caleutts, Bombay, Madras, Karraches, Agra, 
Lahore, Sbangs si, Hong Kong. 

Crzerst Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms eus- 
tomery with Lon‘on backers, an4 interest allowed when the cretit 

balance docs u% faii below £190. 

Deposits reecived for fired periods on the following term » 

AL5 Ss 75 onion cna a raw, 
For periods 4 will be 4 on terms 


oe wonet at the cstsieniinineaiimaameaiaias Branches 
SE the Beat Savet extrachuges ant aqgrenes bills purchased or sent 
mn Of eon 
ae sen Poncusens lectet ia British ant foreign ie 
Nest Suis Otek ane teams, and the ant custody of the tame 


Saterett dra7s ant army, navy, and civil yey ant realized 
ners ter § tetgfors it banking wea ene: 
Uitte ent led §= wb pransactet 7. THOMSON, Ohaleman,’ 


LUBDOS GAZETTE suthority) an4 LONNOR ard 
COE ay 














Y ADVER 
Mo, 117, CHANCERY LANE, 

ENKY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 

erect the sttemiern of the rete 

nos yours, gomnag the spectal 

yy docs aaincsteng and the etricteat 

tats 0h yous secures, Oticdally - 

ment anh fle A“ Loston Gartte” kort, By appointment, 


pb ody E ge —< 
ow 





YATES & ALEXANDER, 
LAW, PARLIAMENTARY, AND 
GENERAL PRINTERS, 


CHANCERY BUILDINGS, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 





Every description of printing executed with the utmost speed 
and upon reasenable terms. 


A Liberal Discount for Cash. 





Temporary entrance to ¥. & A’s Works by 
Breams Buildings, Chancery Lane, during the 
building of the frontage. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, E,C. 
Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 20s. 

Daarr Paren, 5s., 6s. 6d., 78. 6d., 78, 9d.,and 9. 9d. per ream. 

Baier Parer, 15s. 64., lis. 6d., and 23s, 6d. r ream. 

Foorscap Pare, 10s. ‘6d.,1 4s. 64. -y and 18s. 6d, per ream. 

Casam-Laiw Notes, 3s., 4s.,and 5s. per ream. 

Large Caxam-vaip Norte, 4s. 6d., 68. 6d,, and 8s. per ream, 

Lanes Buve Nore, 38, 6d., 4s. 64., and 68. 6d. per ream. 

Exvezores, Canam on Buve, 38, 9d +y 48. 64,, and 6s. 6d. per 1000. 

Tus “ Teupte”’ Exve.ofe, extra secure, 9. 64. per 1000, 

Footscar Orrictat Envevores, ls. 9d. per 100, 

Partaives & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Civs-Hover a, 9s. 64. per 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a a“ of worthiess 
pe age os Purchasers are particularly requested to observe thet 

6 the fac-simile water-mark, “PARTRIDGE & 
COOPER'S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HOUSE PAPER,” without 
which none is genuine. 

Iwpewtorne Sains, Printed and Machine-ruled, 2s, 54, each, 28s. per 
doz., 136s, per roll, 

Stcompn on Fotowens, Ruled, 26, 1d, each, 24s. per dozen, 115s, per 


Recosps on Memont ars, 84, cach, 78, 6d. per dozen, 


Ledgers, bey 3 Books, Cash Books, Iet'er or Minute Books: 
An immense stock in various bin dings. 


MUCH TIME AND WORRY SAVED 
BY SORTING YOUR PAPERS INTO 


STONE’S PATENT BOXES AND CABINETS 
sane mneetiaaiy usefal,’’— Standard,” 


OTERY STOME, her tomes xu. 

18, ORANBOURNE-STREET, LELOMBTLE-SQUARE, LONDON, 
EALTHY SKIN and GOOD COMPLEXION. 
EARS’S TRANSPAREWT SOAP is the Best 
OILET, wUsery, and SHAVING. Recom- 
Medicine, 


4 in the Journal of Oulaneous 


RASMUS said a V.R.,, usod by 


‘MP HE BOYAL FAMILY, and Sold by Chemists, 
and Perfumers Everywhere. 
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